noe 


BLACK AND RED 
TERRORISTS 
ON MARCH 


The Anti- British Alliance 
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Progress of race suicide 


There is no greater falsehood presently 
being peddled by the frightened men of the 
established parties than the claim that the 
immigrant queue will eventually dry up. The 
truth is that it is endless. Leaving aside the 
remaining 42,000 East African Asians who 
are ‘entitled’ to come to Britain, the figures 
given for dependants from India, Pakistan 
and Bangladesh who still have entry rights 
are not to be believed. The Government has 
estimated the total number at 100,000, but 
British embassy officials believe that there 
may be 100,000 from Pakistan alone. 

What makes the queue literally endless, 
however, is the continual entry of parents 
and relatives of these dependants, in 
addition to the ‘right’ of those born here to 
bring over ‘fiances’, a process which is self- 
perpetuating. The numbers arising from the 
immigrant smuggling racket are likewise 
incalculable. 

As the coloured population of Britain 
increases by almost a quarter of a million 


SAUDI 
Nees 


Only the 
tip of the 
iceberg 
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every three years, the white population is 
decreasing by a corresponding amount. The 
net loss of white Britons through emigration 
in 1975 alone was 74,200. 

Britain is simply committing genetic 
suicide. As we continually bale out a 
bottomless sea of inferior genes from the 
Third World and import them into our own 
land, we are simultaneously spilling out a 
constant flow of our own white British racial 
stock that will increase as the situation 
worsens. That may balance the books for 
the Office of Population Censuses and 
Surveys, but in reality it means a rapid slide 
towards racial extinction for the indigenous 
people of this country. 


Who’s whose patron? 


Sir Bernard Delfont, boss of the giant 
EMI corporation; Sir Lew Grade, head of 
ATV; Sir Joseph Kagan, raincoat merchant; 
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British passport 
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dependants alone 
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2,000 


Indian Ocean 


Sir Max Rayne, chairman of London 
Merchant Securities; Jimmy Goldsmith, 
financier and rescuer of Slater Walker; 
Sigmund Sternberg, chairman of the Com- 
modities Research Unit; Sir George Weiden- 
feld, publisher; and Eric Miller, property 
developer and chairman of Socialist Inter- 
national. These people have three things in 
common — of which one is the fact that Sir 
Harold Wilson deemed them worthy of the 
highest national dignities in his resignation 
honours list. 

Newspapers dwelt with surprise, indeed 
with amazement, on the striking contrast 
between the type of grasping capitalist 
whom Sir Harold saw fit to honour and 
among whom he counts his personal friends, 
and the socialist ideals for which the Labour 
party reputedly stands. 

Readers of Spearhead, however, will 
be familiar with this age-old and apparent 
contradiction. What is called “socialism” has 
been the child and beneficiary of rich, cos- 
mopolitan capitalists ever since millionaire 
Israel Helphand financed the Bolshevik 
party and the Schiffs, the Kahns and the 
Warburgs generously supplied the funds for 
Lenin’s revolution. Since then “socialism” 
throughout the world has been sustained by 
the wealthiest of capitalists, not least in 
Britain, where the coffers of the Labour 
party have regularly been replenished by 
some of Sir Harold’s recently ennobled 
friends as well as by previously honoured 
financiers and chain store merchants. 

The media was right, of course, to 
observe the contradiction, albeit somewhat 
belatedly. Where they were wrong was in 
describing Wilson as the patron of his 
capitalist friends. It is far more likely to be 
the other way round. 


EEC rules the waves 


We are told, in these progressive times, 
that the day of the small nation state is over. 
Effective world power lies only through 
membership of multi-national conglomerates 
such as the Common Market, so the story 


goes. If ever the lie was given to this theory, 
it was on the occasion of Britain’s defeat by 
Iceland in the so-called cod war. 

Iceland, a small but robust nation not 
entangled in membership of the EEC, fought 
against Britain, against international law and 
against a large section of “world opinion” — 
and won. Whatever the two sides of the issue 
might have been, Iceland nevertheless fought 
for what she believed to be her national 
rights and succeeded. Britain fought and lost, 
despite having that “voice in a wider com- 
munity” which was supposed to confer on 
us the blessings of international power and 
authority. 

It was precisely because of her EEC 
involvement that Britain suffered such a 
humiliating defeat in the battle for fishing 
rights. It was one of the more glaring 
examples of what nationalists always said 
would happen as a result of Common Market 
membership: the loss of national sovereignty. 
Britain now has no rights over her own 
waters except those granted to her by the 
Market bureaucrats. Consequently we were 
unable to exert that authority as a sea-faring 
nation which undisputed command over 200 
miles of ocean would have given us. 

Iceland won because she remains a 
sovereign state; Britain lost because she is no 
longer a self-governing nation but a petty 
vassal state which pays feudal homage to the 
princes of Brussels. 


Crime and equality 


Deputy Assistant Commissioner David 
Powis of Scotland Yard must surely have 
made one of the stupidest statements ever 
uttered by a policeman, who ought to know 
better, during a recent lecture tour of 
America. 

In an interview with The New Yorker, 
Mr. Powis claimed that unless steps are taken 
immediately to deal with it, “racial in- 
equality” would ultimately “destroy Western 
civilisation”. He further alleged, sounding 
more like a spokesman for the National 
Council for Civil Liberties than Scotland 
Yard, that “‘the basic problem that creates 
crime” was, yes, “inequality”’. 

If anything is going to destroy Western 
civilisation, Mr. Powis ought to be aware, it 
is not racial inequality but racial equality. 
The concept of equalising the races when 
they are manifestly and provably unequal, 
and of integrating the peoples of the West 
with the primitive races of Africa and Asia, 
are thoroughly alien schemes that can only 
subvert and destroy Western culture, which 
until now has managed to survive by recog- 
nising inequality and practising racial 
separatism. 

As for the idea that inequality creates 
crime, all the evidence, as Mr. Powis should 
Rnow better than anybody, points to the 
contrary. The more ‘equality’ there is, the 
greater the crime rate. Over the last 20 years 
there has been enormous progress (if that is 
the right word) in equalising the status of 
the coloured races, yet coloured crime figures 


have shot through the roof in both Britain 
and the United States. 

Giving sops of ‘equality’ to the Negro 
in the hope of averting crime and insurrection 
is monumentally stupid. Just like children, 
the more they are given, the more they want 
and the more they will take, by violence if 
necessary. 


Confidence trick 


Sincere nationalists cannot have failed 
to mark the difference, in their respective 
stands against the Race Relations Board, 
between the courageous Robert Relf and 


“National Party” splinter group leader 
Kingsley Read. 
Rather than obey an_ injunction 


brought by the Race Relations Board to 
remove his “For Sale to an English Family 
Only” sign, Robert Relf was prepared to go 
to prison indefinitely. He compounded this 
courage, and the admiration felt for him by 
all patriotic Englishmen, by going on hunger 
strike in protest against what he called “‘this 
evil government’. 

Relf thus did what Mr. Read always 
promised he would do . . . but didn't. 
Throughout his period with the National 
Front, Read firmly avowed that he would 
rather go to prison than apologise to the 
Race Board for his discrimination advice to 
local electors, and for that reason he won 
the confidence and the financial support of 
NF members. But when it came to the 
crunch, Read squirmed out by giving a 
miserable apology to the Board and a 
promise not to repeat his action in future. 


Nosey 


By a Staff Reporter 
National Front 


National Front poll success 
brings Jewish warning 


candidates 


Whether this was cowardice or sheer 
opportunism in wishing to retain his Council ' 
seat, or both, is of little consequence. It is — 
sickening. 

It appears that the significance of Mr. 
Read’s action is not understood by his local 
public; but what remains of his supporters 
cannot have failed to appreciate it. 


Millions in bath 
vomit horror 


Fresh atrocity charges have been made 
against the post-Franco Spanish regime. 

Comment is made elsewhere in this 
issue on the subject of atrocity allegations. 
What is noticeable about such charges is that, 
when they concern “fascist” or right-wing 
regimes, they are often of such an utterly 
fantastic and bizarre nature that even the 
most gullible of people ought to think 
twice before giving them credence. Murdering 
millions of people by electrocution in baths, 
for example, must strike the average person 
as somewhat impractical, to say the least. 

According to the Guardian (who else?), 
a Basque separatist under interrogation by 
the Spanish secret police was repeatedly 
submerged in a bath filled with excrement 
and vomit until he almost drowned. 

We invite the reader to contemplate 
for one moment the practicalities involved 
here. Are we to imagine the Spanish police 
diligently filling this bath over a prolonged 
period, or perhaps rows of Basque separatists 
forcibly given emetics and senna-pods for 
the occasion? 

What utter nonsense! 


and in one ward came within 60 
votes of winning a seat. 


The Times 
3.6.76 


received more than 50,000 votes 
in the recent local elections, 
according to an analysis by the 
Board of Deputies of British 
Jews. 

They fielded far more candi- 
dates than in the May, 1975, 
elections, when they received a 
total of 13,524 votes, just over 
a quarter of this year’s total. 
Their proportion of the vote in 
wards they contested in both 
years greatly increased in many 
cases, 

Dr Jacob Gewirtz, executive 
director of the board’s defence 
committee, said in an official 
statement that the _ party’s 
strong showing “should serve 
as a warning to those who still 
believe that fascism cannot gain 
widespread support here”. He 
noted that in Leicester, where 
48 National Front candidates 
contested all the seats in the 
city’s 16 wards, the party ob- 
tained 18 per cent of the vote 


In Blackburn, the National 
Party, which broke away from 
the National Front at the begin- 
ning of the year, obtained 4,777 
votes and won two seats. The 
two National Front candidates 
in Blackburn also did well, in 
one ward coming second to 
Labour, pushing the Conserva- 
tive and Liberal candidates into 
third and fourth place respec- 
tively. 


ee Gewirtz said there were 
indications that much of the 
National Front’s support, especi- 


ally in the Midlands, was 
coming from working-class 
voters. In the strongly Labour 


West Bromwich area its candi- 
dates obtained 17 per cent of 
the vote. 


“ Undoubtedly immigration is 
a key issue, and the National 
Front made the most of the 
spate of publicity given to the 
Asian family which had been 
put up in a luxury hotel”, he 
added. 
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BRITAIN SINKS 
TO NEW DEPTHS 


Robert Relf jailed... 


ONE might have thought that British governments had brought this 
country to its lowest depths when they permitted and did nothing 
to halt the coloured invasion of Britain, or when they foisted on 
the British people the Race Relations Act. And then came 
Rhodesia. It seemed just impossible for any British government to 
sink any lower than the appalling betrayal of our kin in Rhodesia, 
and the granting of millions of pounds worth of aid to its Marxist 
enemies. Surely that was the limit of national degradation. 

But no. Robert Relf was sent to prison — a British patriot 


Asians in £600 per week luxury 


Abdul Sacranie, 
Ashaf Suleman and 
Adam Suleman 
outside their luxury 
Sussex hotel. 


BRITAIN’S sickness was highlighted all the more, and the jailing 
of Relf made even more shameful, by news of further droves of 
East African Asians pouring into Britain and being given four 
star luxury hotel accommodation at a cost of £600 per week. 
While Relf sat in his cell at Winson Green prison, two newly 
arrived Asian families at a Sussex hotel were occupying double- 
bedroom suites with bath and TV, and drawing £46 per week in 
social security benefits. “Many families are going to come’’, said 
one immigrant, “because they know they will get assistance to 
settle from the social security”’. 

This is the “social justice” we hear so much about. And it’s 
legal. Meanwhile, Robert Relf was being treated by a Nigerian 
doctor as a suitable Soviet-style mind punishment for displaying 
his ‘illegal’ sale notice in his front garden! 

Hundreds of Asians pouring into Gatwick and Heathrow 
airports have already gone straight onto social security and into 
hotels that could have been used for homeless British families. 
The London Borough of Hillingdon, incorporating Heathrow 


Page four 


Re 
ne 


Jailed: Robert Relf 


whose sole ‘crime’ was to advertise his home for sale to an English 
family only. It is scarcely believeable that Britain has sunk to 
such a state, or rather to such a police state, in which the Race 
Relations bullies can jail a Briton for nothing more than exercis- 
ing his freedom of choice in refusing to sell his house to a 
coloured immigrant. 

That Robert Relf was jailed is not only proof of his great 
courage in the fight against multi-racial tyranny, but a symbol of 
the utter sickness and prostration of modern Britain. 


Airport, is housing Asian immigrants in hotels at a cost of £4 
every night, from where they have gone straight to the top of 
Hillingdon Council’s housing waiting list ahead of 18,000 
British families. 

The claim that this preferential treatment is “temporary” 
is completely false. Those immigrants housed in the luxury 
Sussex hotel at a cost of £600 per week are destined for housing 
at Budgenor Lodge in rural Midhurst, a building now converted 
into 16 flats for homeless families — Asian ones, of course. Cost 
to the taxpayer: £25 per week per family, not including social 
security benefits. 

And there are more coming. About 55,000 more East 
African Asians from Africa itself, and a further 25,000 who are 
using India as a staging post. They will get free accommodation 
too; and if they can afford to buy your house there will be no 
problem there, because in Britain today you get jailed if you 
refuse to sell it to them. 


PHILIP GANNAWA Y 


The collapse of the 
Multi-Ractal society 


LAST MONTH, an immigrant leader added a new 
twist to the storm over Mr. Enoch Powell’s dis- 
closure of a ‘confidential’ Foreign Office report 
exposing immigration rackets in India, Pakistan 
and Bangladesh. Dr. Dhani Prem, director of the 
Indian Advisory Council for the U.K., said racial 
trouble was likely to develop in Britain if the 
60,000 dependents of Asians already here were 
refused entry. To refuse entry to these aliens 
would, he considered, be a retrograde step and the 
Asian community in Britain would “not accept it 
lying down”. 

While delivering this ‘ultimatum’ to the 
British Government, Dr. Prem failed to reveal how 
long he himself has been in Britain, and where 
exactly he resides here. For if he were white and 
unlucky enough to be living near or inside one of 
Britain’s many coloured ghettos, he could be 
forgiven for assuming that blacks in Britain had 
already declared war against their white counter- 
parts. 

Coloured violence in the streets of many of 
Britain’s towns and cities is increasing at such a 
rapid rate that it threatens to approach the level of 
New York before long. In many parts of the West 
Midlands, the North of England and the Greater 
London Area in particular, racial disturbance is 
escalating so alarmingly that local police forces are 
at their wits end to know how best to combat this 
new social plague spreading throughout Britain. 
Figures were released recently by the Metropolitan 
Police which revealed that in South London, where 
mugging is so rampant it keeps people indoors at 
night, 80% of the muggers were black and 85% of 
their victims were white. While incidents of mugging 
in other parts of Britain may not at present be 
quite so endemic as in London, definite signs are 
beginning to emerge elsewhere which indicate the 
same alarming pattern of coloured viciousness 
spreading to all parts of Britain within the next 
decade. Racial disturbances between white and 
coloured youths have already been highlighted by 
the media in parts of Greater London, Liverpool, 
and other major cities. However, less publicised 
race riots are also becoming a frequent problem in 
other parts of Britain with a lower coloured/white 
population ratio as well! One such riot which was 
‘censored’ by the media outside the West Country 
was mentioned in January’s Spearhead and took 
place in the ‘quiet’? West Country town of Trow- 
bridge, Wiltshire, last year. And in Bristol, residents 
living in multi-storey flats near the immigrant 
dominated St. Pauls area are advised by local 
councillors not to use the pedestrian subways at 
night becguse muggings have become such an 
insidious feature of these walk-ways. 


YOUNG POLICEMAN STABBED 


Black muggings are, of course, only one 
aspect of the worsening racial situation developing 
throughout Britain today. Birmingham has already 
witnessed its first young policeman stabbed to 
death by a black, and coloureds are being con- 
victed daily in most of our major cities for vicious 
attacks on the police and innocent members of the 
public. The incidence of white girls being raped by 
blacks is also on the increase, and racial tension in 
many of Britain’s large Comprehensive schools is 
becoming a constant worry for local Education 
Authorities. Blacks are also heavily involved in all 
kinds of illicit rackets ranging from prostitution, 
immigrant smuggling, narcotic distribution, porno- 
graphy rings and protection rackets to illegal 
gaming and drinking clubs, Rachman-style property 


lettings, and unregistered Taxi and car-hire 
‘businesses’. In most of Britain’s coloured ghettos, 
blacks have long disregarded local planning regu- 
lations, with many Local Authorities turning a 
‘blind eye’ to building construction alterations 
and additions which whites in other parts of the 
same town would quickly be hauled before the 
courts for breaching. 

Of course, many reasons are given by 
Britain’s little army of racial do-gooders in defence 
of the blacks’ steady involvement in crime, such as 
failure to integrate in the wider community, 
environmental inquietude, bad housing, over- 
crowded schools, unemployment, and of course 
the old stand-by which guarantees most coloureds 
a permanent place in Britain’s loafers’ paradise — 
“racial discrimination”. However, when crowing 
their half-baked theories in defence of black law- 
lessness, Britain’s race-mixing pragmatists always 
overlook the fact that many of the ‘problems’ 
facing coloureds were also faced by Britons during 
the Depression of the ’thirties. However, even the 
pernicious Means Test failed to transform Britain’s 
unemployed hungry masses into marauding thugs! 
How much longer these simpering, race-mixing 
blockheads will be allowed to prevaricate, while 
innocent white victims of black gangsterism remain 
on the sidelines watching the hapless plight of the 
police attempting to combat black lawlessness with 
one hand tied behind their backs, and while Home 
Office Quislings work out ‘tolerant’ solutions, 
remains to be seen. 


PERVERTED IDEALISM 


Sooner or later, however, their perverted 
idealism will be forced, through events beyond 
their control, to give way to more invincible facts 
of life as the violence increases. Like it or not, 
Britain’s “‘anything for a quiet life brigade” will 
eventually have to remove their soft heads from 
the clouds and concede facts which history has 
proved time and again throughout the ages: that 
there are innate characteristics dividing blacks and 
whites which are far more significant than social or 
economic deprivation. In fact, as racial violence 
and lawlessness spreads to all corners of Britain, 
events are even now beginning to overtake the 
race-mixing dreamers’ concept of a Britain where 
whites and blacks live in perpetual harmony — with 
no doubt the sun shining every day as well! Why is 
it that these people remain so conceited that they 
never learn the lessons of history? History can 
signal its changes to wise men without violence, 
but for those who prefer to ignore its warnings, it 
then lets all hell loose to call attention. The racial 
uneasiness manifesting itself throughout Britain is 
in fact an urgent call upon British politicians to 
pay attention, before it is too late, to a condition 
which unless checked soon will transform Britain 
into a bloody battlefield within the next few years. 

The dramatic increase in support for the 
National Front demonstrated during recent local 
government elections is a clear indication that the 
British people are at last beginning to stir from 
their long slumber. And as they continue to wake 
up and become more conscious of how their birth- 
right has been stolen from them and their heritage 
betrayed through mass coloured immigration, the 
British people will demand wholesale retribution 
for the disgraceful contempt which has been 
heaped on them by their political overlords for the 
past 30 years. 

Meanwhile, even now, with the warning 
bells ringing loud and clear, it would be abject folly 


for anyone familiar with our contemporary poli- 
ticians’ approach to any emergency to expect that 
they will heed these warnings. British people, 
sagacious enough to know how the system works 
at the top, are not fooled by recent utterances by 
the Government’s Chief Whip, Bob Mellish, calling 
for a halt to further immigration, for they know 
only too well that pleas from his sort are meaning- 


‘less verbiage designed to placate Labour’s worried 


supporters. Where has Mellish been cringing for the 
past 30 years? Why has he not expressed his so- 
called concern before now? The fact is that what- 
ever vestige of credibility Tory, Labour and Liberal 
politicians may still have with the British electorate 
is ai running out — and they know it only too 
well! 


THOUSANDS MORE IMMIGRANTS 


Sadly, however, the process of degeneration 
in Britain is likely to continue for a few more years 
yet. We will continue to suffer the torment of 
watching thousands more immigrants and their 
dependents pour into Britain each year. And 
Britain’s black ghettos will continue to serve as 
fertile breeding grounds for all kinds of vicious 
thugs and left-wing revolutionaries. And as the 
situation worsens, it may well be necessary, in 
order to prevent black violence and left-wing 
nihilism from getting too far out of hand, for 
groups of white vigilantes to patrol immigrant- 
infested parts of Britain in order to protect white 
residents from vicious attacks by black thugs, in 
much the same way as the Ulster Service Corps 
have formed auxiliary groups to help enforce the 
law in Northern Ireland. 

Of one thing we can be certain. That as 
violence increases in Britain, the ‘progressive’ 
thinkers running the country at present are going 
to find it increasingly difficult to contain the 
public’s mounting anger over their inability to 
check the chaos. 

British Nationalists have for long been 
warning of the kind of future in store for Britain 
as a result of the folly of allowing unbridled 
coloured immigration. Many Britons, unfortunate 
enough to live in immigrant areas, are already 
receiving object lessons in Westminster treason as 
they fall victims to black muggers, rapists, thugs 
and intimidators. 

Decent people everywhere now realise that 
in allowing immigrants here, Parliament made a 
disastrous mistake. This mistake can only be 
rectified through the implementation of National 
Front policies. Let’s hope that our Britain is not 
dragged too far into the abyss before the National 
Front takes over the reins in the struggle ahead to 
save our nation. 


NO JUNE ISSUE 


Due to the late appearance of recent 
issues of Spearhead, and production 
difficulties in typesetting, there has been 
no June issue of Spearhead. It is hoped 
that future issues will again appear at the 
beginning of the month. 


READ 


National Front News 


A broadsheet published monthly in 


support of the National Front. Sub- 
scriptions only for 5 copies or more. 
12 issues of 5 copies, £4.08. 


Reduced rates for bulk supplies given 
on request. Send 11%p for sample copy 
now. 


Page five 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


SPECIAL ‘TROUBLESHOOTING’ INVESTIGATION 
SPECIAL BRANCH KNOWS IT... TOP JOURNALISTS KNOW IT 


Zionists run biggest ‘dirty 


operation in Britain 


“CONSPIRACY” is a word which seems to 
have entered the vocabulary of those in- 
volved in the mainstream of British politics 
today. Until recently the word was almost 
exclusively to be seen in publications such as 
Spearhead and the late A. K. Chesterton’s 
brilliant Candour. 

Probably this development has come 
about as a result of the findings of the 
Watergate investigations. As a result of those 
findings an awful lot of people who had 
previously scoffed at ‘‘conspiracy theories” 
as being the product of “‘paranoia” are now 
awake to the possibility that some events 
take place not as a result of “coincidence” 
but because they were the product of, yes, 
CONSPIRACIES involving Top People and 
aided by unlimited amounts of cash. 

There are, of course, numerous poli- 
tical conspiracies at large in the world. We 
of Spearhead hold that the two biggest 
conspiracies are those of International 
Communism and International Zionism. The 
conspiracy promoted by International Com- 
munism is relatively well known, and will 
not be made the theme of this article. I 
propose to deal with certain localised aspects 
of the Zionist conspiracy. 

Given that more and more ordinary 
students of the political scene have been 
enabled to surmount the conspiracy-theory 
credibility hurdle, the leaders of the Zionist 
conspiracy must be worried that too many 
people will start to look around the world 
with wide open eyes and will start to arrive 
at some inevitable conclusions. This being 
so, if I were a Zionist conspirator I would 
turn to my cohorts and say: 

‘If the public have tumbled on con- 
spiracy as a fact of life, and have had their 
appetites whetted for details of conspiracy, 
then we must provide them with matter 
which will occupy their stupid minds and 
distract attention from us to our enemies!” 


SOUTH AFRICA A TARGET 


This kind of thinking, I believe, is 
what lies behind all the hullabaloo over the 
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alleged conspiracy by South Africa’s Bureau 
of State Security (BOSS) to smear the 
leadership of the Liberal Party. As I write 
this article (19th May) no details of this 
alleged conspiracy have been published 
anywhere — only details of unsubstantiated 
and often ludicrous allegations. 

What was noteworthy about the 
accusations against the South African 
Embassy staff in London, however, was that 
in Parliament at any rate they seem to have 
been levelled by an old friend of Spearhead 
readers, the Zionist Labour M.P. Paul Rose. 
It is because of Rose’s involvement in the 
allegation campaign that I believe the 
allegations are without any great substance. 

Long observation of the charming 
Mr. Rose and those with whom he associates 
persuades me that he is a member of a 
Zionist intelligence and propaganda network 
which is organised jointly by the Defence 
Committee of the Board of Deputies of 
British Jews, the Association of Jewish Ex- 
Servicemen and Israeli Secret Service agents 
operating under the cover of a variety of 
Israeli organisations, including the Herut 
Party. The network does not have a name, 
and indeed it seems to operate in a number 
of seemingly separate and watertight com- 
partments . . . some compartments engaging 
in thoroughly lawful, if intellecutally dis- 
honest public relations and propaganda 
operations (this is Mr. Rose’s side of things); 
while other compartments engage in 
shadowy, dishonest and downright criminal 
activities. 

Spokesmen for the above named 
constituent groups of the network have 
repeatedly made it clear in the Jewish 
Chronicle that they regard themselves as 
being “at war” with all Right Wing and 
“Racialist” forces in Britain, and that they 
are devoted to disrupting and destroying 
any attempts to promote (at any rate among 
the Gentile population) ethnic pride as 
opposed to multi-racialism; and patriotism 
and nationalism as opposed to cosmopoli- 
tanism and internationalism. Such spokesmen 
have continually proclaimed: “Our main 


target is the National Front” (this, mark you, 
from “‘defence”’ organisations! ). 

Naturally the ideological/racial moti- 
vations which compel the Zionist intelligence 
network to ‘make war” on the National 
Front must in all logic make its members 
hostile to any and all of other white racialistic 
and/or militantly nationalistic influences 
existing in or potentially influencing British 
society. Thus the South African Embassy 
would come into their natural line of fire 
... and so would the Chilean Embassy. 

Certainly it can be proved that South 
Africa has a secret service (BOSS) and that 
its agents operate posing as embassy staff. 
The secret services of Britain, America, 
Russia, Israel and every other power operate 
in just the same way. Certainly BOSS main- 
tains files on leading Liberals . . . and also 
leading Conservatives, Labourites, Com- 
munists, businessmen, Trotskyites and 
National Fronters. Similar files are maintained 
by the intelligence services of all the other 
foreign powers, as well as national news- 
papers and press agencies. So what? 


BIG LIE TECHNIQUE 


But of course Rose is well enough 
practised in the Big Lie technique (being 
both a politician and a barrister) to know 
that if one fires off enough cleverly-worded 
accusations from the privileged protection 
of the House of Commons, and if all one’s 
accusations, no matter how wild and woolly, 
are given maximum publicity by pre-briefed 
Zionist or pro-Zionist journalists, then in 
the public mind the difference between un- 
substantiated accusation and established fact 
will blurr. 

Paul Rose it was who, directly or 
indirectly, advised the National Executive of 
the Labour Party, via a report prepared by 
the party’s National Agent in 1974, that 
National Front posters bearing pro Hitler 
slogans had been posted in his constituency 
(Blakeley, Manchester) during the February, 
1974, General Election. I wrote to Transport 
House and to Rose requesting a photo-copy 


.. SOME M.P.s KNOW IT... Fyre, 


tricks’ 


of the alleged poster. Naturally, as no such 
poster had ever existed, neither the Labour 
Party nor Mr. Rose was able to oblige me. 

. Then there was the massive publicity 
given by the media in April, 1975, to Rose’s 
baited-breath expose of the Hitler birthday 
party farce. Even though these ‘celebrations’ 
were in no way organised by the NF, and in 
no way reflected NF policy, Rose (in BBC 
World This Weekend and ATV Today inter- 
views) made allegations against the National 
Front. 

Rose was associated with the pro- 
motion, this April, of the attempt to smear 
the NF by association with the tiny Column 
88 ‘Nazi’ organisation, which allegedly 
engaged in night battle exercises with units 
of the Territorial Army Volunteer Reserve. 

This smear was set up by a “research 
journalist” with a sinister background called 
Gerry Gable. More of Gable in due course — 
but it was he who recruited a member of the 
Communist Party called Roberts to infiltrate 
the Birmingham Branch of the National 
Front. Roberts found nothing untoward to 
report on and he drifted off with a couple 
of NF rejects into the cranky circles of 
Column 88. 

Information on Column 88 was fed 
back through Gable to Maurice Ludmer, the 
Editor of a Birmingham based Zionist “‘anti- 
Fascist”’ magazine called Searchlight. Ludmer 
and Gable (both members of the Zionist 
intelligence network) hoped that Roberts 
would get right to the heart of Column 88 — 
but his cover was ‘blown’ after being 
arrested and convicted for being a party to 
a plan to beat up an Indian waiter! 

Much was made of the “battle exer- 
cises” allegations, and of the fact that all 
sorts of tape recordings and documents had 
been handed over to the Midlands Special 
Branch and the Home Office, and that those 
departments as well as the Ministry of 
Defence was investigating the whole affair. 
This time Gable, not Rose, was interviewed 
by the BBC World This Weekend programme 
— though Gable remained anonymous — 
but not for “obvious reasons”. 
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“Our main concern is with the 
National Front,” Mr Victor Mish- 
con, outgoing chairman of the 
Board of Deputies’ Jewish defence 
and group relations committee, told 
the board last week. 
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At the end of all the publicity, at the 
end of all the Questions in the House posed 
by Rose and other Labour Zionists, a spokes- 
man for the Minister of Defence told the 
House of Commons that the whole story was 
a lot of rubbish with no substantial basis in 
truth.. The allegations, he said, had done a 
lot of unnecessary harm to the T.A.V.R. 


‘Column 88 had not trained with the 


T.A.V.R. — but might have engaged in an 
exercise with a unit of the schoolboy Army 
Cadet Corps! 

Still, what did Rose and his friends 
care? They had got into the papers again 
carrying out their essential functions of 
keeping the rank and file of the Jewish 
Community in a state of Zionist-directed 
stampede; of keeping the name of the 
National Front smeared by association with 
‘Nazi’ cranks; and of keeping public attention 
directed away from the conspiratorial 
nature of the Zionist Movement. Anyway, 
by the time that the puff had gone out of 
the Column 88 smear accusations, Rose had 
got a good head of steam up making equally 
wild allegations about a BOSS ‘dirty tricks’ 
department operating from the South 
African Embassy. 


CHILEAN EMBASSY SMEAR 


Concurrent with the smear campaign 
against the South African Embassy was a 
smear campaign directed against the Chilean 
Embassy. This smear campaign was also 
concocted and organised by the Zionist 
intelligence network, but promoted with the 


Jewish Chronicle Reporter 


help of the Leftists who run London Weekend 
Television’s The London Programme. The 
story was used on Sunday 16th May. 

According to The London Programme 
a person (who on the programme used the 
pseudonym “John Cooper”) attended a 
meeting of the Monday Club in 1973 and 
met an Official of the Chilean Embassy. 
Shortly after this meeting, “Cooper” went 
to the embassy to ask an official to “buy 
space in a magazine”. The magazine was not 
named. “Cooper” stated that as a result of 
this visit he was recruited by the official 
into a “dirty tricks’ squad. 

“Cooper” claimed to have been 
employed to photograph Chilean exiles 
opposed to the Right Wing regime of General 
Pinochet at rallies and at emigre organis- 
ations’ offices; to infiltrate emigre organis- 
ations and steal documents from them; to 
make nuisance late-night telephone calls to 
the pro-Red M.P. Mrs. Judith Hart; to build 
up dossiers on British opponents of the Chile 
regime; and to engage in all manner of other 
subversive acts. 

“Cooper” claims he backed out of the 
whole set-up after two years when he was 
allegedly offered a firearm and asked to join 
the Chilean secret police which allegedly 
organised the murder of prominent Chilean 
emigres in Europe who opposed the Pinochet 
junta. “Cooper” clearly exaggerated the 
tasks he was asked to perform, for he was 
allegedly employed for a period of two years, 
yet over the whole of that period he was 
only paid £530! Even fifth-rate James Bonds 
get paid more than £265 per annum! 

Confirmation that the whole set of 
allegations were utter rubbish was given 
when the programme’s interviewer let slip 
the fact that the “research journalist” 
responsible for producing the story was our 

Contd. overleaf 
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ZIONISTS RUN BIGGEST ‘DIRTY 
TRICKS’ OPERATION 


Contd. from previous page 


old chum Gerry Gable. How interesting that 
Gable should produce a horror story involving 
‘dirty tricks’, thefts of documents, intimi- 
dation, smear dossiers and the like! He is 
well qualified to know all about that kind of 
thing. 

In the early 1960’s Gable was one of 
the most vicious and fanatical members of 
the Zionist thug organisation known as the 
62 Group. In 1962 a group of the most 
extreme 62 Group members raided the Head 
Office of Sir Oswald Mosley’s Union Move- 
ment on a document-stealing foray. During 
the raid U.M. staff were beaten up and 
tortured, and equipment was wrecked. 
Several Zionist thugs were apprehended and 
sustained criminal convictions as a result of 
the affair. The new ‘“‘Seven Year Rule” law 
prevents me from mentioning names. 

Later, one particular 62 Group ad- 
herent, dressed up as a Gas Board mechanic, 
entered the flat of the historical author 
David Irving (author of The Destruction 
of Dresden) and was apprehended rifling 
the flat for documents to steal. He sustained 
a further conviction. 


“RESEARCH JOURNALISM” 


As Colin Jordan’s National Socialist 
Movement faded out during the later part 
of the 1960's, and as the National Front had 
only just been born, the steam seemed to go 
out of the 62 Group — but Gable intensified 
his efforts to build himself a career in 
“research journalism”. No longer were Right 
Wingers subjected to sudden vicious attacks 
by 62 Group razor boys. Instead they — 
especially the NF — had to contend with vile 
anonymous ‘smear’ leaflets, with forged 
organisational bulletins, with defamatory 
and muck-raking smear articles in magazines 
such as Private Eye and Trotskyite rags such 
as the now defunct 7 Days. 

Above all, Right Wing organisations 
and individuals had to contend with a 
continual series of break-ins, raids and thefts. 

In 1970 the NF Head Office was 
stormed by two or three thugs who beat up 
the Office Manager and stole a number of 
membership file cards. The private home of 
the author of books on racial subjects, H. B. 
Isherwood, was burglarised and files and 
papers stolen. The private flat of Mrs. Bee 
Carthew (who was at the time a prominent 
Monday Club supporter and organiser of the 
Powellight organisation) was broken into. 
The flat occupied by Mr. John Tyndall at 
the old Nationalist Centre at Tulse Hill was 
rifled of papers. The list of such incidents is 
almost endless. The Special Branch knows 
which group, led by which individuals, was 
responsible, but they were unable to persuade 
higher authorities to instigate a_ really 
thorough investigation. 

Often information taken from material 
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stolen in such raids would appear in anony- 
mous smear articles, or in articles written by 
a known journalist on the basis of “research 
information” supplied. Sometimes even 
photostats of stolen items (such as NF 
membership file cards) would be reproduced 
in anonymously-produced smear publications 
such as The Monday Club — A Danger to 
British Democracy — which became noto- 
rious for prurient and defamatory intrusions 
into the private lives of a number of leading 
Right Wingers. That booklet, plus the 
anonymous articles used in a variety of Left 
Wing publications, bore the hallmark, in 
many people’s view, of Gerry Gable’s 
“research journalism’’. Peter Gladstone-Smith 
of The Sunday Telegraph reported that the 
booklet was the work of “Israeli intelligence 
men”. 
During the 1972/73 period Gable was 
devoting at least as much of his attention to 
the Monday Club as the National Front. 
Club members were quarrelling, and in the 


Paul Rose 


heated atmosphere the clever little games of 
an infiltrator and agent provocateur went 
un-noticed. That infiltrator was Leslie 
Wooler, and he was Gable’s man. No effort 
was made to steal the Monday Club’s 
membership list. Wooler was given the run of 
the Monday Club office whenever he liked, 
and he simply copied the lot! He also picked 
up a lot of the bitchy gossip about individual 
Club members which was later included in 
The Monday Club — A Danger to British 
Democracy. 

I believe that some members of the 
Monday Club knew Wooler by his real name 
. . . but I have it from several ex-Club 
members that he also used the pseudonym 
“John Cooper”. I have every reason for 
believing that the Monday Club “John 
Cooper” is the same “John Cooper” who 
told tall stories about ‘dirty tricks’ operations 
allegedly run by the Chilean Embassy to 
the recent T.V. London Programme — which 
story was “‘researched” by Gerry Gable! 

At the time Wooler was associated 
with the Monday Club and making contact 
with the Chilean Embassy he was running a 
money-spinning political con-trick organis- 
ation called the Democratic Alliance. He 
published a tiny scrap of a bulletin called 
Liberty containing Gable-style smear attacks 
on the National Front. It was no doubt 
space in this magazine which he tried to sell 


to the Chileans when he first visited their 
embassy. 

At this time Wooler was also paid a 
handsome retainer by the South Vietnamese 
Embassy in London to provide them with 
intelligence information obtained by a 
variety of methods, and to issue a regular 
bulletin promoting the South Vietnamese 
cause. He also provided a North Vietnamese 
journalist with intelligence services at the 
same time! 

Prior to these activities, in about 
1965/6, Wooler was a member of the Anti- 
Communist League. On one occasion the 
A.C.L. received a grant of £400 from the 
Nationalist Chinese Government for a 
delegate to visit Formosa for an anti- 
Communist conference. Wooler was dele- 
gated, but he used the money to take a 
holiday with his Chinese wife’s in-laws in 
Malaya! 


“VERY ROUGH CHARACTERS” 


At the time of Wooler’s involvement 
with the Monday Club in 1973 I tried to 
blow the whistle on his activities by giving 
details of the games he had been playing to 
Sunday Times journalist Tony Geraghty. 
Geraghty is a man of many contacts, and 
after checking my data he said: “The infor- 
mation you have supplied me about Wooler 
proved to be astonishingly accurate. It is 
clear that Wooler is mixed up with some 
very rough characters. We have already 
received a serious threat at our office.” 
Geraghty did publish a story (together with 
a long out-of-date photograph) about 
Wooler’s infiltration of the Monday Club 
but, on account of the threats received from 
Wooler’s Zionist thug helpers, only slight 
mention of his connections with “‘anti- 
fascist” groups was made. 

While Gable has obviously been doing 
well with his “research journalism”, what 
with the infiltration of the pathetic Column 
88 and his liaison with Wooler in the smear 
attack on the Chilean Embassy, it seems to 
me that he had his best operation going 
when he worked at ‘feeding’ Martin Walker 
of The Guardian throughout 1974 and 
1975 with intelligence information about 
the NF, particularly when such information 
— true or false — could be used in such a 
way as to stoke up the ‘Populist’ —v— ‘Hard- 
liner’ confrontation within the NF which 
eventually led to the split in the party at the 
end of last year. 

While Walker has gone on record with 
me as insisting that his real name is Walker, 
J. Kingsley Read told me (months before he 
left the NF) that he was assured by a reporter 
from The Sun who was at university with 
Walker that his real name was Beherens. If 
that report is true, it would explain the 
reason why Walker was picked by the 
Zionist intelligence network as their main 
national press outlet, and why Walker was 
not only keen to go NF bashing, but anxious 
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Asian Communists shout abuse at NF 


IT started first in Bradford, when the National Front 
marched on St. Georges Day. We saw it again in 
Birmingham, when the NF mobilised in support of jailed 
Race Board victim Robert Relf. Black and Asian 
immigrants have aligned themselves with the gangsters of 
the extreme left in their anti-British assaults on the 
National Front. As the breakdown of Britain’s multi-racial 
society accelerates, marauding gangs of immigrants are 
joining the communists and Trotskyites in their attack on 
the National Front, the police, on public property and on 
the very fabric of British society. 

Spearhead and the. National Front have always 
warned of this sinister alliance. We have pointed to the 
dictum of Karl Marx, according to which the British people 
would never make a revolution of their own — it would 
have to be imported. This is what we are seeing now. As 
patriotic British people increasingly give expression to their 
anger and frustration at the coloured invasion by marching 
with and voting for the National Front, the inevitable 
polarisation occurs; the ethnic battle lines are drawn and 
the immigrants ally themselves naturally with the most 
rabid anti-British elements, the Marxist left. They in turn 
are quick to exploit the resentment of the blacks and 
Asians, and are increasingly able to mobilise them on the 
streets in acts of revolutionary violence. 


BLACK AND RED GANGSTERISM 


These pictures show the scene at Winson Green, 
Birmingham, when 50 policemen were injured in running 
battles with Marxists and immigrant thugs while the 
National Front was holding a peaceful demonstration in 
support of Robert Relf. Supposedly organised by the 
“Birmingham Anti-Fascist Committee”, the gangsters in 
fact comprised the International Socialists, the 
International Marxist Group, the Communist Party, the 
Indian Workers Association, the Pakistani Workers 
Association and the Bangladesh Workers Association. The 
latter three are all Marxist-oriented. They were joined by 
Black Power gangs of West Indian louts who attacked the 
police with stones and clubs. Precisely the same anti-British 
alliance was assembled in Bradford on St. George’s Day 
under the banner of Mr. Reuben Goldberg’s “‘Anti-Fascist 
Committée”’. 

The message is quite clear. When the British people 
themselves protest, when they march on their own National 
Day, under their own flag and in their own country — this 
is the result. So the British people must either accept the 
take-over of their country, say nothing and be walked over 


The enemies of Britain 
revealed 


BLACK POWER 
AND COMMUNISM 


Teenage black girls prepare to hurl bricks at police. Youths carry home-made 
clubs. 


by the immigrant hordes, or they must resist — and in the face of the violence 
carry the day. As we have shown in Bradford and Birmingham, there is only 
one force of national resistance that speaks for the British majority — the 
National Front. 


Asians and blacks attack police with staves and bricks 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


BRITISH DEFENCE 


TIME FOR NEW THINKING 


PART 2 


AT THE END of the first part of this article, published last month, 
I put the question: is Western policy, at the highest level, identical 
with Soviet policy? And if so, in what does this identify of purpose 
consist? 

In answer to this question, particularly appropriate are the 
words of Dr. Bella Dodd, who for some time was a member of the 
National Committee of the Communist Party in the United States 
before finally becoming disillusioned with Communism. Speaking 
to W. Cleon Skousen, author of one of the most illuminating books 
on Communism, The Naked Capitalist, Dr. Dodd said: “I think the 
Communist conspiracy is merely a branch of a much bigger 
conspiracy.” 

As most of the readers of Spearhead will know, an abyadant 
literature now exists which amply supports this point of view, and 
some of its leading exponents have been mentioned earlier in this 
article. 

This “bigger conspiracy” is of course the conspiracy for 
world government. Once it is recognised that this conspiracy is the 
underlying motif in the promotion of Communism, and that there- 
fore Communism as such is not necessarily seen by its promoters as 
an end in itself but merely as a means towards much more esoteric 
ends, it no longer appears fantastic that some of the most powerful 
agencies of Western Capitalism should be subsidising the build-up 
of Communist strength. Given that these capitalist agencies, and the 
politicians ‘bought’ by them, are dedicated to the world govern- 
ment idea, it is by no means illogical that they should be in cahoots 
with the rulers of the Kremlin. Both parties seek the same goal, 
though by different means. 

Herein then lies the identity of purpose between East and West 
as we see them today. Both are dedicated to world government and 
therefore to internationalism; both are dedicated to the elimination 
of the free nation-state. 

Accepting such an identity of purpose, a Soviet armed assault 
on the West is inconceivable, since this would be an assault on the 
very world which shares the ultimate goals of Communism and 
which provides Communism with its essential sustenance. 

That the Soviets should have a genuine motive for attacking 
the West is only conceivable in the context of a revolution among 
the major Western nations whereby their peoples turned on and 
overthrew their internationalist masters and established genuine 
nationalist governments dedicated, as is the case with just a few 
Western nations like Spain, Chile and South Africa, to a_real 
resistance to Communism. But in that case such an attack would 
not be possible because it would require armed forces and a war 
economy not dependent on Western technology and finance. 

Once these facts are grasped, we may see what a nonsense 
are topical ideas on Western strategy and defence, for they are 
ideas that are based on a confrontation (between East and West) 
that does not in reality exist and on an armed threat (from the 
East) which could not exist but for Western help. Why then the 
frantic demand for the ‘integration’ of Western forces and the 
elimination of independent national defence systems? 

Why indeed, except as part of the policy, pursued by 
Western and Soviet rulers in unison, of intensifying the drive 
towards world government and the destruction of national 
sovereignty? A nation certainly cannot be fully sovereign if it does 
not maintain armed forces adequate for the protection of its vital 
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interests — under its own command and equipped by weapons 
produced in its own factories. If the current policy of ‘integrating’ 
the armed services of Western nations makes no sense in terms of 
resistance to any Soviet ‘threat’, it makes a great deal of sense in 
terms of the drive towards world government and the destruction 
of independent nationhood. To have ‘supra-national’ control of all 
the world’s armies, navies and air forces is surely an indispensible 
thing to those aiming at world government, for ultimately it is in 
a nation’s independently controlled armed forces that there resides 
the only means of resistance to such a world tyranny. 

I mentioned earlier the possibility that the rules of the West 
may for their own reasons wish to sustain Soviet military power as 
a psychological weapon. What better purpose could such a weapon 
serve than to act as a stimulus to the increasing integration of the 
defences of Western nations — to the point where no such nations 
any longer had defences that they could call their own? Given that 


this is the purpose of those who control the West today, there is a 


perfect logic in their policy of encouraging the build-up of Soviet 
forces to terrifying proportions. Though such forces may never be 
intended for use in an all-out war against the West, they serve 
their purpose by creating a climate of world insecurity ideal for 
those who wish to herd us all into the world-government pen. 

It is against this background of fact — of the real, as opposed 
to the illusory, conflict of interests in the world of today — that our 
magazine, and the National Front, which it supports, have always 
urged that Britain maintain armed forces, not only of the greatest 
possible strength, but independently commanded and equipped, so 
that they may be deployed at any time and in any place that 
national interests — which may not always be synonymous with the 
interests of other Western powers — require. 

For the real conflict of interests is in fact not between ‘East’ 
and ‘West’, as commonly understood, but between the powers that 
work for world government and world monopoly and the spirit of 
free nationhood which instinctively resists that world government 
and monopoly. 

None of this should be taken to mean that there is no threat 
to our security posed by the huge forces of the Soviet Bloc; there is 
indeed such a threat, and a very great one. 

But we have to understand that it is a threat, not to any 
nebulous entity called the ‘Western World’, but solely to our 
national existence, to our national survival, to our national interests. 

And we must also understand that it is a threat that exists only 
for as long as Soviet power is sustained by Western assistance, which 
means at the present time mainly assistance from the United States. 

Therefore there is no possible contingency in which we could 
be at one and the same time threatened by Soviet power and reliant 
for our security on the United States. Either there is a Soviet threat 
which we must meet independently of the United States or there is 
no Soviet threat at all because the Soviet war machine is no longer 
supported by the United States. 

In either event a policy for British security based on the 
American shield, and with British defence integrated within a system 
dominated and controlled by America, is totally unrealistic; it in no 
way corresponds with the real facts of power in the modern world. 

At this point the question might be asked: even if there is no 
contingency in which we should rely on American help to meet an 
armed threat from the Soviet Union, is there no contingency in 


which to meet such a threat we would rely on the unity of Europe? 

The answer to this is of course: yes, there is such a contin- 
gency. It would consist of an all-out Soviet onslaught on Western 
Europe in which America did not come to the latter’s defence but 
continued in her technological and financial help to the Soviets. In 
such-an event the Western European nations would certainly have 
common things to defend and every reason for co-ordinating their 
defences. 

But let us consider more closely the likelihood of such an 
event. In the first place, is it seriously believed that American 
public opinion, having been conditioned to regard a Soviet threat 
to Western Europe as a threat to America itself, would permit any 
U.S. government to maintain a position of neutrality in such a situa- 
tion, let alone to give actual assistance to the Soviets? 

Secondly, what would the Soviets have to gain by having to 
occupy and police the whole of Western Europe as well as Eastern 
Europe? To do so would place an intolerable burden on their 
economy, even in the unlikely event of that economy continuing to 
be propped up by American aid, as it now is. There is a certain logic 
in the Soviets occupying the Eastern European countries in so far as, 
quite apart from any political considerations, they provide a conven- 
ient buffer zone which past Russian experience provides much argu- 
ment for maintaining. No such logic exists for an attempted Soviet 
conquest of the whole of the remainder of Europe — particularly 
if it is borne in mind that, by the increasing internationalisation of 
the Western European countries, an end is being achieved which is 
identical to the ends pursued by Communism — and all without a 
shot having to be fired! 

Far more likely and feasible contingencies exist for the deploy- 
ment of British forces. They exist all round the world where Britain, 
even though she may not recognise it at the moment, has vital 
interests, and where those interests are liable to be threatened, as 
indeed they are now, not by a mass assault by the Red Army but 
by local forces receiving Communist backing. One such area is 
Southern Africa, where our true interest lies in supporting the 
White inhabitants against those who aspire to overthrow them. 
Another such area is in our own back yard, Northern Ireland. There 
are many more. 

To deploy the necessary armed force in such areas we need 
services not integrated into any supra-national framework but 
instantly at the disposal of a British command. To ensure that 
there are no international pressures that may inhibit their use, we 
should also make certain that there is no vital equipment they 


require which cannot be provided by the industry and the tech- 
nology of Britain itself. 

Of course this does not rule out the possibility of conflicts in 
which, for the moment, we are placed in a position of alignment 
with other nations and therefore having everything to gain by co- 
ordinating our military effort with theirs — all the evidence of our 
history suggests that this is liable to happen. 

But intelligent defence planning never proceeds on any such 
automatic assumption. It assumes only the existence of national 
forces to defend national interests, then when circumstances pro- 
vide allies in the field this is regarded as a welcome bonus; it is 
never, ever, taken for granted. 

It is one of the tragedies of our time that ‘Conservative’ 
opinion, which should be the mainstay of a robust attitude towards 
national self-defence, has been completely taken in by the theory 
of an East-West division of the world, of an automatic indentity of 
interests between all those nations comprising the ‘West’, of the 
reliability of America as a bastion against Soviet aggression, and of 
Britain’s security being consequently dependent on an integrated 
Western defence system dominated by America, i.e. NATO. 

As it is, ‘Conservative’ thinking on matters of national 
security and defence is today no more reliable a guide to Britain’s 
true needs in these things than the thinking that emanates from the 
political left. It is totally at variance with the true facts of the 
modern world, which make clear, as A. K. Chesterton pointed out, 
that the rulers of post-war America have done much more to under- 
mine British power than Soviet power. 

As a result, British national defencelessness is today as much 
a product of Conservative folly as of Labour folly. 

The National Front, happily, has never so far fallen victim 
to these dangerous delusions which underlie ‘orthodox’ thinking 
on defence today. In its manifesto for the General Election of 
October 1974 it is stated: “‘...we oppose the total integration of 
our defences with those of other Western nations. We must be in a 
position to act on our own, should the need arise, and this means 
that we should be able to produce from our own factories all the 
necessary weapons of modern war, including our own independent 
nuclear arm. No British forces should in normal times of peace be 
under foreign command.” 

This policy is based, not on a sentimental yearning for a 
return to Victorian times and conditions, but on a realistic appraisal 
of the needs of survival in the 1970s. 


Women’s Lib: 


Spot the Difference! 


Left: Right wing 
anti-Women’s 
Lib authoress 
Ariana 
Stassinopoulos 


Right: Betty 
Friedan, Women’s 
Lib leader and 
left wing agitator 
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RICHARD VERRALL 


Kissinger, Rockefeller 
and World Planning 


KISSINGER-watchers might have been 
puzzled, momentarily, by the U.S. Secretary 
of State’s recent comments on the rise of the 
Italian Communist party. Kissinger expressed 
concern at the prospect of communist 
participation in the Italian government and 
the consequent threat to NATO. 

On the surface it was certainly puzzling, 
for as Kissinger-watchers will know, every 
action of the foreign-born Presidential 
advisor has been calculated to further the 
advance of international communism. 
Greece, Vietnam, the Middle East, Angola 
and Rhodesia — wherever the jet-propelled 
little doctor casts his baneful shadow, 
communism, or the enlargement of its 
influence is sure to follow. Whether it be in 
the cause of ‘peace’ or ‘majority rule’ or 
even of ‘anti-communism’, the net result is 
invariably the same. 

Kissinger, too. has been the architect 
of detente, the scheme whereby American 
and Western European interests are gradually 
to be merged with those of the Communist 
Empire in the creation of a World Govern- 
ment. It also came to the attention of the 
House Committee on Internal Security that 
Kissinger had deliberately concealed from 
Congress certain aspects of his Strategic 
Arms Limitation Talks (SALT) which gave 
decisive advantages to the Soviet Union. 

So what is one to make of Kissinger’s 
warnings on the rise of Italian communism? 
His pro-communist record would seem to 
make it out of character, to say the least. 

Kissinger’s motives, in fact, are not 
that difficult to discern. He is an active agent 
in the promotion of World Government. To 
that end his role has been firstly to abet the 
growing power of the Soviet Union through- 


out the world in order to create an atmos- 


phere of world insecurity, and secondly to 
advance such internationalist organs as the 
United Nations, the EEC and NATO as a 
means of achieving ‘collective security” in 
the face of the communist danger, thereby 
eroding national sovereignty. Finally, it is 
intended, detente diplomacy will gradually 
merge these international blocs into a single 
world system. If the West were not actively 
financing and sustaining the communist 
threat, this explanation of events might, it is 
true, seem difficult to credit; but the West 
is financing and sustaining the very thing 
which is supposed to be threatening it, and 
therefore no other explanation of inter- 
nationalism and “collective security” can in 
any way be logical. 

Consequently, it is no surprise that 
Kissinger views the rise of a Communist 
party in a NATO country with misgiving. 
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He is concerned to promote communism 
outside Europe, that is, Soviet communism 
and its worldwide expansion and to promote 
NATO-style collectivism as a response to it. 
Anything that might throw a spanner into 
the NATO works, therefore, is definitely to 
be frowned on, and that is what a communist 
government in a European country would 
inevitably do. 


IDENTICAL WORLD STRATEGY 


There can be little doubt that those 
who administer the Communist Empire 
share exactly the same view on the strategy 
for One World as the mysterious Western 
policy makers whose interests are represented 
by Henry Kissinger. Quite apart from 
extensive and conclusive documentation of 
the financial collusion between Soviet com 
munism and the West, we have the testimony 
of Stalin himself, who outlined the same 
strategy for One World as that pursued by 
Kissinger and Co. 

In his work Marxism and the National 
Question, Stalin emphasised that the neces- 
sary steps on the road to global conquest 
were to bring all nations together in a single 
world economic system, and above all to 
divide the world into regional groups as a 
transitional stage to World Government. 
People would more readily abandon their 
national loyalties to a regional loyalty at 
first rather than to a world authority. Later 
the regional authorities (such as the present 
NATO, SEATO, EEC etc.) would be brought 
all the way into a single world system. This 
was a blueprint first established by Lenin, 
which was subsequently refined by Stalin 
and others but has remained essentially the 
same for fifty years. 

Since, therefore, the highest Western 
policy makers are operating precisely the 
same One World strategy as the Communists; 
since the West actively finances and sustains 
Communism, and since the founding of the 
United Nations, embryo World Government, 
was a joint enterprise involving ‘American’ 
financiers and highly placed Government 
officials together with known Communist 
agents such as Alger Hiss and Harry Dexter 
White, then that is just about the most 
conclusive evidence for a conspiracy as one 
is likely to get. 

Kissinger made his role in all this quite 
plain when he addressed the United Nations 
General Assembly in 1973: 

“These challenges cannot be solved by 
a world fragmented into self-contained 
nation-states, but only by co-operation in 
a world community . . . The vision of a 


world community is the necessity of our age 
. . . I pledge you that the United States is 
ready to begin the journey toward a world 
community. Our sights will be raised even 
when our tread must be measured.” 

Having to measure one’s tread, I fancy, 
either means moving gradually for fear of 
alarming the masses of the people, or doing 
a thing while at the same time appearing not 
to be doing it. Probably both. 


FOLLOWING A MASTER PLAN 


Kissinger has been described as the 
man who started at the top and rose even 
higher. He reached the top straight from the 
staff of wealthy internationalist Nelson’ 
Rockefeller, who for ten years employed 
him as his chief foreign policy advisor. (That 
people like Rockefeller employ foreign 
policy advisors is a fairly good indication of 
who runs what in world politics today). In 
1956 Kissinger was appointed director-of a 
Special Studies Project for the Rockefeller 
Brothers Fund Inc., the purpose of the 
project being to “develop concepts that 
might be helpful in meeting the challenges 
America faces today.” 

The euphemism of ‘challenges’ is to be 
found frequently in the jargon of inter- 
nationalist world planners. It would appear 
that by the time of his address to the U.N. in 
1973, Kissinger had decided that “these 
challenges” (see above) could only be met 
by breaking down nation-states and forming 
a world community. It is certain that 
Kissinger has in fact followed a consistent 
programme ever since he was given the 
interesting job of developing concepts in 
order to meet challenges. Gad Yaacobi, an 
Israeli who studied under Kissinger at 
Harvard University’s International Seminar, 
has revealed that in 1967 he made notes 
from Kissinger’s lectures, one of which 
included a precise account of what sub- 
sequently happened in American relations 
with China, Vietnam, Russia and the Middle 
East. Kissinger has evidently followed some- 
thing of a master plan. 

There is no doubt that such master 
plans originate in the circles of Kissinger’s 
former employers, the Rockefeller family. 
A very revealing article by ex-Rampart jour- 
nalist Robert Scheer makes this quite plain: 

“I’m a great believer in planning,” 
Rockefeller told Scheer. ““Economic, social, 
political, military, total world planning”. 
Scheer was privileged enough to attend one 
of the regular meetings, at a remote 
mountain-top resort belonging to the 
Vanderbilts, of the Business Council, at 
which the Rockefellers bring together 
bankers, multi-national corporation heads 
and others for long-range planning discussions. 
Scheer observed such people present as 
Arthur Burns of the Federal Reserve Board; 
Alan Greenspan, economic advisor to the 
President; Walter Wriston of First National 
City Bank; Dr. Frank Stanton, former 
President of CBS and the multi-national 
chiefs of General Motors and U.S. Steel. 


Returning from this private gathering 
over crab cocktails and steaks, Scheer asked 
Rockefeller the difference between his role 
and that of his brother David Rockefeller. 
“Well, David is concerned with the world, 


he’s the banker, so he has to take care of the 


global problems, and I started with the 
domestic — how to build domestic concensus 
for what has to be done”’. 

This kind of statement illustrates 
exactly who is responsible for current 
developments in world planning. The Rocke- 
fellers have decided “what has to be done” 
and all that remains is to build a concensus 
for it. Presidents and Prime Ministers are 
merely bureaucrats dealing with trifling 
day-to-day executive problems while the 
unelected financial elite get down to 
planning such long-range policy matters as 
the direction of detente over the next forty 
years. 


“CRITICAL CHOICES” 


The Rockefellers’ division of labour 
between global and domestic matters is 
conveniently reflected in the American 
government. Rockefeller employee Kissinger 
directs world events from the State Depart- 
ment and the National Security Council, 
while Rockefeller employee James Cannon 
directs domestic affairs as chairman of the 
U.S. Domestic Council. 

Cannon entered the American adminis- 
tration directly from Nelson Rockefeller’s 
Commission on Critical Choices, a long-range 
planning think-tank which includes Henry 
Kissinger, Herman Kahn, Henry Diamond, 
John Knowles, president of the Rockefeller 
Foundation, Daniel Moynihan, former USS. 
ambassador to the U.N., William Paley of 
CBS, and George Schultz. A carefully 
orchestrated media campaign threw up a 
convenient smokescreen by portraying this 
Commission as just a platform for a Rocke- 
feller presidential candidacy. It is, of course, 
nothing of the sort. It is just one of those 
multifarious panels, boards, councils and 
foundations where Rockefeller and a coterie 
of Zionists make American foreign policy 
without any authorisation from the elec- 
torate. . 

It is through such bodies as the Council 
on Foreign Relations and Rockefeller’s 
Commission on Critical Choices that the 
Money Power has been feeding the basic 
data and the key personnel for Western 
foreign policy. A specific example was the 
occasion when Nancy Kissinger, on behalf 
of Rockefellers Commission, sent James 
Theberge to Havana to explore ways of 
extending the detente with Russia to Cuba. 
These people are supposed to be private 
citizens. You and I don’t send scholars to 
foreign countries to explore the possibilities 
of detente. But people like Rockefeller have 
been doing just that for over forty years. 
Meanwhile the average citizen goes on 
believing that America is run by mid-Western 
Congressmen, and Gerald Ford carries on 
playing at being President while Rockefeller 


HENRY KISSINGER 
Planning for a World Community 


and Kissinger feed him memos on the critical 
choices that have to be made. 

Detente, then, is not a Nixon or a 
Ford policy, but part of the “total world 
planning” carried out by Rockefeller, 
Kissinger and the Wall St. elite. It is they, 
too, who take secret decisions such as 
funnelling big money to political parties in 
Italy so that the Italian communists don’t 
get in the way of the planning by causing 
problems in NATO. 


DETENTE MEANS MERGER WITH 
COMMUNISM 


How is one to explain all this, if not in 
terms of conspiracy? We have seen the 
Rockefellers to be the architects of detente, 
which is explained as a device to counter the 
Russian threat. Yet the Rockefellers are 
strengthening the Russian threat by building 
the largest plant in the world for the manu- 
facture of military vehicles in the Soviet 
Union. So the Rockefellers are planning 
detente to counter a threat which they are 
creating. You work it out! 

There is evidence to indicate that 
detente, or the gradual amalgamation of 
Western political blocs with the Communist 
Empire, .was formulated by the world 
planners at least twenty years ago. In 1953 
the U.S. Senate set up the Reece Committee 
to Investigate Tax-Exempt Foundations, 
those institutions such as the Rockefeller, 
Ford and Guggenheim Foundations and the 
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 
where the international bankers hoard their 
loot tax-free and use it to advance all 
manner of subversive One World causes. It 
was the Reece Committee which established 
that Foundation grants had been funnelled 


to the Institute of Pacific Relations, a com- 
munist infiltrated advisory body which was 
directly involved in the surrender of China 
to communism. 

The significance of this is that Norman 
Dodd, during his period of service on the. 
Reece Committee, was told the following by 
Rowan Gaither, then president of the Ford 
Foundation: 

“Mr. Dodd, you know most of us here 
at the executive level have had experiences 
either with the European Economic Adminis- 
tration or the Office of Strategic Services, 
and operated under directives which 
emanated from the White House. We here 
now operate under similar directives which 
emanate from the White House. Would you 
like to know what the substance of these 
directives is?” 

Dodd replied that he would be. very 
glad to know, whereupon Gaither replied: 

“The substance of the directives under 

which we operate our grant-making power is 
that we shall use this grant-making power to 
so alter life in the United States that we can 
be comfortably merged with the Soviet 
Union.” 
Gaither continued: “We have an 
Achilles heel. As we succeed we get closer 
and closer to the surface. This means our 
‘surfacing’ is bound to be picked up by 
someone who will treat it like the end of a 
loose string by following it to where it leads. 
We think we will be able to spot such a 
person before he gets too far and that we 
have enough power to stop him going on’’. 

Comment on this amazing admission 
would be superfluous, except to say that 
following the string to its ultimate origin 
would probably lead one to some unfamiliar 
though predictable sorts of faces. It is 
certainly true that Kissinger has ‘surfaced’ 
rather prominently, and that the direction of 
his world planning has become all too 
obvious. This probably explains the con- 
trived campaign to prepare the way for his 
retirement, and his replacement by someone 
with a less tarnished and pro-Soviet record. 

At present the likely candidate is the 
very American-sounding Dr. Zbigniew 
Brzezinsky of Columbia University, head of 
the Research Institute on International 
Change (what give-away names these One 
World organisations have!) and a good friend 
of Henry Kissinger. 

Dr. Brzezinsky, billed to take over 
Kissinger’s position should the Democrats 
win the presidency from the Republicans 
under the banner of Jimmy Carter, is being 
promoted as an alternative. He is described 
as ‘critical’ of Kissinger, who, he says, is 
“somewhat dated” in his views. According 
to this Polish-born planner, Kissinger’s 
Helsinki agreement in which the West 
capitulated to the demands of the Soviet 
Union did not go far enough. 

Not surprisingly, the Institute of 
International Change is blessed by Rocke- 
feller donations. 

As the French say. the more things 
change, the more they stay the same. 
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Paying the 
Market price 


DISCERNING nationalists should be well 
aware of the overwhelming importance 
that international finance has attached to 
the destruction of Britain’s national 
sovereignty. Britain is to be rendered power- 
less by the use of the instrument of 
loan-capitalism, bribery, and sheer corrup- 
tion. 

The initiated will recall the occasion 
when the Right Honourable (sic) Edward 
Heath, a protege of the international 
banking fraternity, received his “‘prize” of 
£35,000 from the FVS Foundation of 
Hamburg for his part in bulldozing Britain 
into the Common Market. It will also be 
remembered that Roy Jenkins won mone- 
tary awards for his contribution, which 
entailed the simple task of abstaining 
when the voting took place. Perhaps that 
explains why Jenkins is now “bursting 
with enthusiasm” for the success of the 
EEC! 

These are not the only “prize”- 
winners. According to a snippet in the 
Times of 15th May, 1975, Sir Christopher 
Soames, vice-president of the EEC, received 
£6,000 from the aforementioned FVS 
Foundation ‘for his services to European 
unity”. The FVS Foundation, we are told, 
was set up in 1931 to promote “European 
cultural, scientific and humanitarian 
activities”. Sounds like a European branch 
of the atheistic UNESCO! 

Last June saw the Common Market 
Referendum farce when, according to 
the Government White Paper(Cmnd,6105), 
17,378,581 people voted “Yes” and 
8,470,073 voted “‘No”’’. British nationalism 
was denied a platform to expound its views 
throughout the campaign. The  self- 
appointed National Referendum Campaign, 
which claimed to represent all the anti- 
Market organisations, refused affiliation to 
the National Front — Britain’s fourth largest 
political party! However, rejection of all 
nationalist parties was inevitable since the 
National Referendum Campaign had 
declared itself in favour of UNO, GATT, 
NATO and_ the Organisation for 
Economic Co-operation and Development 
(OECD). In a _ nutshell, the National 
Referendum Campaign was comprised 
entirely of a bunch of internationalists. 


STATEMENT OF ACCOUNTS 


The one interesting outcome of the 
Referendum was the accounts of the two 
campaigning organisations which were 
published in October as a Government White 
Paper(Cmnd.6251). As one would expect, 
there was a huge discrepancy between the 
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monies received and spent by Britain in 
Europe (pro-Market) and the National 
Referendum Campaign. Britain In Europe 
spent a total of £1,481,583 compared 
with only £133,630 by the NRC (£125,000 
of which was a Government grant). 

The most fascinating part of the 
accounts is the list of companies and 
individuals that donated £100 or more to 
the Britain in Europe camp — no less than 
297. Incidentally, only seven donations of 
£100 or more were received by the NRC. 

Nine companies contributed 
£20,000; IBM donated £20,000; Vickers 
Ltd donated £25,000. From Antony 
Sutton’s revealing book National Suicide 
we learn that these three companies have 
each helped to build up the military 
strength of the Soviet Union. The Ford 
Motor Company built the Gorki automo- 
bile plant in Russia which now produces 
trucks and military vehicles. Modern 
military technology depends upon the use 
of computers and these have been duly 
sold to the Soviets by IBM, while sub- 
marines have been supplied by Vickers 
Armstrong (now Vickers Ltd). 


Another of the generous nine 
donators is Shell Oil (Royal Dutch 
Petroleum), which gave £25,000. The 


Shell Oil company recently admitted that 
they had paid bribes to government 
officials in six countries. It may or may not 
be of significance that H.R.H. Prince 
Bernhard of the Netherlands, founder of 
the sinister One World Bilderberg move- 
ment, is an important figure in this country. 

£25,000 was the figure contributed by 
Marks and Spencer Ltd. It will be 
remembered that Israel Moses Sieff, former 
Chairman of Marks and Spencer and vice- 
president of the ‘British’ Zionist Federation, 
was the moving spirit behind the body 
founded in the 1930s known as Political 
and Economic Planning (PEP). The rational- 
isation programme of PEP was a sheer drive 
for political and economic monopoly that 
entailed the elimination of private property 
and enterprise. The monopolistic drive by 
Marks and Spencer continues to this very 
day under the company’s present Chairman, 
Sir Marcus Sieff, the new vice-president of 
PEP. 

Other companies that have assisted in 
the build up of the Soviet Union’s military 
strength and also contributed to the 
Common Market “in” campaign are: Rolls 
Royce (£15,000) and Standard Cables and 
Telephones (£10,000). 


ROLE OF THE FINANCIERS 


One cannot study closely the accounts 
of the Britain In Europe campaign without 
failing to notice the preponderance of 
contributions from merchant bankers and 
financiers. These include: N.M.Rothschild & 
Sons (£5,000), Kleinworth Benson 
(£10,000), Arbuthnot Latham (£1,000), 
Baring Brothers (£10,000), Brown Shipley 


(£1,000), Hill Samuel (£10,000), Hambros 
Bank (£5,000), Samuel Montagu (£5,000), 
Lazard Brothers (£10,000), Yorkshire Bank 
(£1,000), Hong Kong & Shanghai Banking 
Corporation! (£7,500), and the London 
Warburgs, S. G. Warburg & Co. (£10,000). 


Much of the responsibility for the 
moulding of the world to its present shape 
must be laid at the door of international 
financiers. Among these, the Warburgs, who 
gave generously to the Market “in” cam- 
paign, have been particularly prominent; 
they helped finance the Bolshevik Revolu- 
tion in Russia and form the Federal 
Reserve Board in the United States. A 
current director of S. G. Warburg is 
Sir Eric Roll, who is also a director of the 
Bank of England, president of PEP, and a 
Bilderberg regular. (Kleinwort Benson’s 
Chairman has also attended Bilderberg 
meetings). It was James Paul Warburg 
of this powerful banking family who had 
the audacity and arrogance to proclaim 
before the U.S. Senate (17th February, 
1950): 

“We shall have World Government 
whether or not we like it. The only question 
is whether World Government will be 
achieved by conquest or consent”. _ 

Surely that is the aim of international 
finance: the creation of a One World State 
tuled by a tyrannical World Government. 
What are NATO, SEATO, UNO, the soviet 
empires, and, above all, the Common 
Market, if they are not stages or alternative 
lines of approach to One World — a world 
dominated by the princes of finance? 

The idea of unity in Europe is an 
avowedly Communist concept; it was Lenin 
who urged the creation of a “United States 
of Europe’’. But he was not the first to do 
do. 

Serious students of the Communist 
conspiracy recognize that the techniques 
of the Order of the Illuminati, founded in 
Bavaria by Adam Weishaupt exactly two 
hundred years ago, are the models for 
Communist methodology. One of 
Weishaupt’s adepts, the Prussian Baron Jean 
Baptiste Clootz, who had elected to be 
known as Anacharsis, was the first to pro- 
claim the formula of the “United States 
of Europe” in 1793. 

If the international finance — 
communist conspiracy for the global enslave- 
ment of mankind ever realizes its goal — 
and it is by no means certain that One World 
will be resisted — then it will be partly due 
to the price paid for continued Market 
membership by the above-named dubious 
patrons. The dream of Anacharsis Clootz, 
set forth in his Republique Universelle, will 
have come true: “When the Tower of 
London falls like the Tower of Paris it will 
be all over with tyrants. All the people form- 
ing only one nation, all the trades forming 
only one trade, all interests forming only 
one interest... The universe will form one 
State, the State of united individuals. . . the 
Universal Republic.” 


REVIEW 


HOAX OR HOLOCAUST ? 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY by Prof. A. R. Butz 
(Historical Review Press, 315 pages, paperback edition £2.30) 


SPEARHEAD regularly receives recently 
published books for review, many of them 
interesting and absorbing works. It is rare, 
however, to receive a book that can 
genuinely be described as a fascinating and 
important work of scholarship, but that is 
what Prof. Arthur Butz of Northwestern 
University, Hlinois has produced in The 
Hoax of the Twentieth Century. 

His subject is one that has stimulated 
a great deal of recent controversy — namely 
the allegation that, during the Second 
World War, millions of Jews were murdered 
in ‘‘gas chambers” by the Nazis in 
accordance with an official programme of 
mass extermination. A number of historians, 
including Prof. Taylor in this country, have 
since disposed of many of the lingering 
myths associated with World War II, but the 
genocide charge has remained untouched 
by competent historians, doubtless from a 
desire to avoid bitter controversy or worse. 
They have thus left the field clear for Jewish 
non-historians such as Gerald Reitlinger 
and Raul Hilberg, whose works cannot avoid 
bias, to say the very least. 

This gap in historical revisionism has 
now been filled by Prof. Butz’s book, which 
in the depth of its research and the breadth 
of its scope will remain the most complete 
statement of its kind ever written. We 
believe this subject demands the same 
objective investigation as any other historical 
problem, and that is what Prof. Butz has 
provided in his brilliant study. The alterna- 
tive is censorship. 

The Hoax of the Twentieth Century 
breaks completely new ground principally 
in Chapter III, ‘Washington and New York’, 
where Prof. Butz reconstructs the actual 
evolution of the gas chamber stories in 
the United States during the war; and in 
Chapter IV on the Auschwitz camp, which 
is the basis of the extermination charge. In 
Chapter III, the author shows how the 
allegations were manufactured from the 
persistent propaganda of the World Jewish 
Congress and its agencies, which from 1942 
were bombarding a reluctant U.S. State 


Department with stories of human soap © 


and glue factories, electrocution in baths, 
mass suffocation by steam, poisoning in 
hermetically sealed cars etc. Most of these 
stories were dismissed at the time, and after 
the war they were quietly forgotten. What 
remained were the Auschwitz gas chamber 
charges. Yet these appeared in the propa- 
ganda last of all, and were accepted as true 
by Washington only in 1944 after concerted 
pressure from the World Jewish Congress. 
Thus it came about that, in 1945, the Allies 
were already committed to a belief in some- 
thing for which no one at the time had the 
slightest proof. 


Prof. Butz shows that the ‘evidence’ 
for the charges still depends on that 
presented at Nuremberg in 1945. In other 
words, without the . documents and 
testimony of Nuremberg, there would 
simply be no proof at all that the events 
charged had ever taken place. Hence the 
importance of the author’s incomparably 
skilful analysis of the Nuremberg 
documents. He shows, for example, that no 
German documents from Auschwitz 
mention a “gas chamber’ (Gaskammer). 
Only one document from a construction 
firm refers to a Vergasungskeller, which the 
author, with his specialist knowledge in 
engineering, proves to mean a “gas genera- 
tion cellar” for igniting the crematoria used 
for the disposal of those persons who died 
in the camp. But the explanation of the 
Jewish ‘historians’ is interesting. Reitlinger 
claims that the Vergasungskeller is really 
a “gas chamber” when it is obviously not, 
while Hilberg ignores the problem altogether 
and claims that entirely different buildings 
(mortuaries and shower baths) were really 
gas chambers. No evidence is offered for 
this claim. The irrelevant Vergasungskeller 
is as near as anyone has ever got to providing 
documentary evidence of “gas chambers” at 
Auschwitz. 

Prof. Butz presents a convincing case 
that the remaining evidence, ‘confessions’ 
from Nazis themselves, were perjured state- 


ments extracted under duress. The 
Auschwitz commandant, for example, ‘con- 
fessed’ to receiving an extermination order 
from Himmler (verbally, of course, there 
are no documents) in the summer of 
1941. Reitlinger claims he really meant 
the summer of 1942, because that was when 
organised exterminations were supposedly 
started. However, documents show that 
crematoria facilities at Auschwitz, which 
were supposedly built for the extermina- 
tion programme (ordered in the summer 
of 1942, we have agreed to pretend), were 
being built at the beginning of 1942. These 
are exactly the sort of contradictions one 
would expect to emerge from a tissue of 
lies. 

The author’s conclusion is that the 
post-war world has been the victim of a 
propaganda hoax — and he demonstrates 
that all hoaxes are characterised by facts 
that are open to a dual interpretation. For 
example, we are asked to believe that: 
Zyklon B poison was used as an insecticide 
in the camps — but also, allegedly, for 
exterminations. Conventional crematoria 
existed to dispose of those who died from 
natural causes — and also for extermina- 
tions. | Disrobing-showering —_ procedures 
were followed for disinfection purposes — 
and also for exterminations. Some 
mortuaries and shower baths were genuine 
mortuaries and shower baths, while others 
were really “gas chambers”. The stench that 
pervaded the Auschwitz region was not 
only due to the oil, rubber and other 
chemical industries carried on there, but 
also to exterminations. 

Can anybody believe such a story? 
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SIR: With the continuing massive influx of 
coloured immigrants into Britain and their 
increasing high birth rate coupled with that 
of those already here, the white population 
with its declining birth rate and excessive 


emigration will eventually become a 
minority within their own homeland. This 
can quite simply be demonstrated mathe- 
matically if the present trends continue. I 
wonder whether the blacks, with their 
power through participation in government, 
will be so lenient and merciful to this 
minority as the whites are to them today? 
Unless these aliens are removed from 
this island of ours, the British people as they 
have been known through the centuries will 
simply cease to éxist. By sheer weight of 
numbers the aliens will occupy all the major 
industrial and urban areas of Britain, form- 
ing on the map an enormous inverted letter 
‘S’ — from Lancashire down through the 
north and south Midlands, turning eastwards 
and engulfing London and the south east. 
The British people in future years will be 
pushed into the rural east coast areas from 
Northumberland to Norfolk, and in the west 
into Cumberland and Westmoreland, and the 
West Country. Going by a much less sinister 
historical precedent, the whites will 
probably end up paying danegeld to the 
blacks to preserve their territorial bound- 
aries! The Welsh and Scots would have long 
since closed their borders to the danger. 
Fantasy? It’s happening right now. How to 
prevent it — vote NF, sell NF. It’s the only 
alternative to national suicide. 
G. A. WILSON, 
Blidworth, Notts. 


SIR: The recent municipal elections in the 
city of Leicester, in which the National 
Front polled a truly magnificent 43,000 
votes, were accompanied by the most 
hysterical anti-NF smear campaign mounted 
by Zionist organisations. Addressing its 
selected readership, the Jewish Chronicle 
was good enough to inform us that the 
Board of Deputies of British Jews caused no 
less than 100,000 anti-National Front smear 
leaflets to be printed for use against NF 
candidates in the May elections. A consider- 
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able number of these leaflets, purporting to 
identify the NF with Nazism, found their 
way to Leicester. 

On the basis of the voting, therefore, 
we must either assume a) that there are over 
18,000 Nazis resident in Leicester (a circum- 
stance which must surely seem improbable 
to all but Mr. Paul Rose, MP), or b) that the 
citizens of Leicester are not so stupid and 
easily stampeded as a minority of hysterical 
Jews believe them to be. Knowing the 
temperament of my fellow Britons a little 
better than the Board of Deputies, I think 
the latter is more likely. 

P. MERILL, 
Maidenhead, Berks. 


SIR: Britain has played a particularly dirty 
game with Rhodesia. In 1922 Rhodesians 
were offered by the Minister for the 
Colonies, Mr. Winston Churchill, under the 
Premiership of Mr. Lloyd George, the choice 
between self-government under the Crown 
or union with South Africa. The condition 
of any future Majority Rule was not made — 
otherwise the second option would have 
been taken. Therefore, to my mind, it was 
illegal for Britain to make this contentious 
condition in 1964 because it was then, 
obviously, not a fair choice in 1922. A 
similar insertion after a distinct choice in 


published in the Bristo/ Evening Post. 
IT NEVER ceases. to 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 


up to the seriousness of 


any business contract would be thrown 
out of court. 

It was this illegality by Britain which 
caused U.D.I. because responsible men 
in Rhodesia, including the Tribal Chiefs, 
were aware that the majority of Africans 
were not sufficiently mature to make 
majority rule work with any degree of 
reason. This has been proved in the other 
African Colonies — not one of them now 
has a system of true majority rule. They 
had one man — one vote once, and there- 
after rule by one man or one party. And 
along the way some 4% million Africans 
were killed. Yet this principle of Majority 
Rule in Africa is still claimed to be sacro- 
sanct! 

It is for this patently false principle 
that Britons were trying to _ starve 
Rhodesians to death through sanctions and 
are encouraging vicious terrorists, armed 
by Russia and trained by Cubans, to operate 
inside Rhodesia. The British Government has 
now offered a large subsidy to Mozambique 
which is the base for terrorist raids. 

When I read of the I.R.A. bomb out- 
rages in London, after the initial feeling of 
revulsion, I realise that the British people 
are being repaid in their own coin for what 
they are encouraging in Rhodesia. 

PETER C. HIGHAM, 
Lower Hutt, New Zealand. 


of Britain’s economy. that 


amaze me how Britain’s 
left-wing craves its right 
to go around spending 
other people’s money as 
though the stuff was 
about to curl into dried 
leaves. Bursting with 
indignation, they __ feel 
justly outraged over the 
Chancellor’s recent propo- 
sals to cut public spend- 
ing by £3,000 million; and 
like spoilt children fearful 
of having their supply of 
sweets cut-off, they are 
campaigning feverishly to 
try and get the cuts 
halted. 

Happily, however, their 
plans have been thwarted 
so far, mainly due to a 
lack of support from some 
of their more_ wily col- 
leagues at Westminster 
and most of the trade 
union leaders, who appear 
to have suddenly woken 


Britain’s economic plight. 

Not that the proposed 
cuts gives Britain’s 
taxpayer’s much to smile 
about. For there is little 
joy in Mr Healey’s White 
Paper to ease the burden 
of paying off the massive 
debts which — successive 
governments have 
amassed over the years 
which present and future 
generations will spend 
sweating and toiling to 
pay the interest on. 
Figures in the White 
Paper show that interest 
on Government debts will 


have soared . to 
£7,500,000,000 a year by 
1978. This is 


£3,300,000,00 more than 
the Government expected 
a year ago, and means 
that it will be paying 
interest equivalent to 
about £140 per head of 
the population each year. 
In fact, such is the state 


the Government faces the 
daunting prospect of hav- 
ing to seek further mas- 
sive loans in order to 
simply service the debts 
alone! What a fearsome 
prospect for  Britain’s 
working masses. What a 
dismal outlook for anyone 
concerned about their 
children’s future. 

And yet this is he rea- 
lity which the left in 
Britain chooses to brush 
aside. The interests — of 
working people will never 
be truly served while the 
real parasites riding the 
backs of workers are 
allowed to flourish — 
international finance. 
However, this is an area 
of reality affecting work- 
ing people which the left 
can always be relied upon 
to leave unmolested. 


Philip Gannaway 


Chairman, National Front 
(Bristol Branch) 


TERRY SAVAGE 


CHRISTIAN | 
LOVE 


AT THE fifth Assembly of the World 
Council of Churches, held at Nairobi during 
November-December, 1975, Allan Shaw, 
a member of the British delegation, wrote in 
the Assembly’s daily newspaper Target 
pointing out that the Methodist Church in 
Britain has supported the programme of 
violence from the outset. 

He states that: “Armed struggle has 
become a necessary part of the total strategy 
to achieve justice”. His letter ends with the 
words: ‘‘The Methodist Church recognizes 
that those who are fighting for liberation do 
so in love and not in hate”’. 

Perhaps Mr. Shaw and his fellow 
‘Christians’ should take note of the type 
of love that emanates from their Liberation 
Lovers’, the Marxist controlled Mozambique 
Mau-Mau. 

Late on the night of 5th December, 
1975, (only a few days after Shaw’s state- 
ment equating terror with love), a gang of 
these ‘liberators’ entered a village in the 
Mount Darwin area of Rhodesia, armed 
with knives and Russian automatic weapons. 
Seizing hold a Mr. Chikombe Mazvidza, a 


Christian and nephew of the village head- 
man, they demanded food. On being refused 
they tied him up, and beat him mercilessly, 
fracturing his wrists. They cut off his ears, 
his lips and all the flesh from his nose to his 
chin. Then at gun point they forced his wife 
to roast the flesh on an open fire and eat it. 


His wife stated: “So I ate and vomited and 
ate and vomited and they said to keep on 
eating until it was all finished.” 

Also injured in the raid was Mr. 
Mazvidza’s mother, who had her legs held 
apart and a red-hot log applied to her thighs 
and private parts. Finally the village head- 
man and his brother were beaten-up; both 


were hospitalised with fractures and multiple 
bruises after the beating by these liberators 
of love. Mr. Mazvidza said from his sickbed: 
“These people who did this are not human 
beings’. 

Despite the barbarity of this assault, 
not one leading churchman raised his voice 
in protest, though the victim was a fellow 
Christian. It only leaves one wondering 
where in the Bible this bloodthirsty 
episode is justified, or has the World Council 
of Churches merely give African communists 
dispensation to engage in beatings, sexual 
sadism, murder and cannibalism. 


Acknowledgements to Focus On Rhodesia 


ZIONISTS RUN BIGGEST ‘DIRTY TRICKS’ OPERATION IN BRITAIN 


Contd. from page & 
to give positive promotion to any pro-Zionist 
story. 

I know that Gable was ‘feeding’ 
Walker because I was informed of the fact 
by a totally reliable and political impartial 
source, and because Walker used in his 
‘Open File’ column NF membership file 
card material which had been stolen from 
NF Head Office. 

Walker gave a rather indiscreet speech 
to the Politics Society at Edinburgh Univer- 
sity on 10th December, 1974. Here are some 
of the significant statements which Walker 
made: 

“[ve heard it said that money is 
reaching the NF from a Nazi ‘Odessa’ source 
in Germany via a Dr. - - - ----- in South 
London. I’ve done a service job on Dr. 
wees ’s house and I’ve found no evidence 
to substantiate this . . . ’ve got a photostat 
of the NF’s internal accounts . . . The 
Pawsons Road Head Office of the NF is 
owned by Mr. Gordon Brown. Mr. Brown is 
a strange person. He goes around all the time 
taping every conversation. Still, I reckon Mr. 
Brown’s bugs aren’t as good as mine!” 

Now I take the expression “a service 
job” to mean an uninvited entry and illicit 
search of a private individual’s home. This is 
dangerous work for a career journalist on a 
reputable paper like The Guardian to under- 
take. That kind of work is undertaken by 
people who call themselves “research jour- 
nalists”. I took the trouble of writing to the 


then Editor of The Guardian, Alastair 
Hetherington, asking him what a Guardian 
journalist might mean by a “service job” on 
a private individual’s home. Hetherington 
replied by asking me precisely what I was 
getting at, and so I sent him full details of 
Walker’s speech at Edinburgh, and repeated 
my question. I received no further com- 
munication from Hetherington on _ the 
subject. 

Walker does not seem to handle so 
many of The Guardian’s anti-NF stories 
these days. If the Zionist intelligence and 
propaganda network is securing outlets for 
its propaganda smears on TV news magazine 
programmes and by regular spots on prestige 
radio newscasts like The World This Weekend 
(producer, Jenny Abramski) and if a ‘dirty 
tricks’ operative like Gable, posing as a 
“research journalist”’ is prepared (sometimes) 
to allow his name to be given out (as it was 
on London Weekend Television’s London 
Programme), then who needs Walker and 
the small circulation Guardian? 

It would be nice, when writing an 
article such as this, to be able to construct 
a neat, concise pattern or sequence ... a 
defined beginning, a middle and a neatly 
tied-up end. But propaganda work and ‘dirty 
tricks’ operations against the NF in particular 
and the Right in general are an ongoing 
feature of life which is hard to keep up with. 
Quite frankly, it has taken a fairly dumb 
Goy (which is what I am) quite some time of 
seeing and experiencing these and numerous 


other events to realise what has been going 
on . .. what kind of an intelligence, propa- 
ganda and subversion operation the Zionist 
intelligence network has been mounting. 
They are obviously extremely sharp, cunning, 
and ruthless people . . . who can be very 
subtle when they want to be. They must 
never be underestimated. 

But shapeless though this article 
doubtless is, I believe I have brought together 
enough facts and enough reasonable con- 
clusions based on facts to indicate that the 
Zionist movement operates a high-power 
intelligence and ‘dirty tricks’ operation in 
Britain which is calculated to disrupt, by 
fair means or foul, the activities of lawful 
political organisations which pursue objec- 
tives contrary to Zionist objectives. 

I believe that I have also established 
that the civil liberties and security of private 
individuals whose activities or opinions 
conflict with the desires of the Zionists have 
been trampled under foot continually over 
a period of years. 

The Roses, the Gables, the Walkers, 
the Woolers and the Ludmers are leading 
AGENTS for the Zionist conspiracy — but 
they are by no means the BOSSES of the 
set-up. THEY keep well in the background, 
as they are Top People in politics, big 
business and the media. It will be hard work 
accumulating evidence against them, but it 
must be done. Sooner or later they will 
make a big mistake, and their whole operation 
will be unravelled. 
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NLEF. MARCHES FOR 
ROBERT RELF 


2,000 PARADE TO STAFFORD PRISON 


The National Front mounted its biggest 
demonstration yet in support of Robert 
Relf, the courageous prisoner of the Race 
Board, on Saturday, 29th May in Stafford. 
2000 NF members (the number was estimated 
as even higher by some newspapers) formed 
a column that stretched through the town as 
they made their way with flags flying to 
Stafford Prison, where Robert Relf is 
imprisoned. 

Apart from isolated outbreaks of left- 
wing abuse en route, the march was un- 
accompanied by the usual howling mob of 
unwashed degenerates that is a_ regular 
by-product of any patriotic manifestation. 
It was a march of impressive dignity, the 
silence broken by repeated chants of “Free 
Robert Relf!” 


NF HEALTH POLICY 


Would any Medical Practitioners, Nurses 
or Medical Auxiliary staff interested in 
helping to frame an NF Health Service 
Policy Statement, please get in touch 
with Peter Williams at 71 Lyndhurst 
Grove, S.E.15. Phone 703 3553, or 
644 3434 Ext. 213. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
founded by 
A. K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


SPEARHEAD is not at the moment 
able to be self-supporting; it needs 
voluntary contributions over and 
above income from sales and sub- 
scriptions in order to meet running 
costs. 

Your help would be greatly 
appreciated. Please make out your 
postal orders or cheques to Spear- 
head, and send them to: 91 Con- 
naught Road, Teddington, Middx. 
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| Relf addresses 


The rally outside the prison walls was 
addressed by Mrs Sadie Relf, Martin Webster, 
National Activities Organiser; Councillor 
Tonge, the Mayor of Stafford; Gerry Oldland, 
NF West Midlands Organiser who has regu- 
larly visited Robert Relf in prison; and 
George Wright, NF Parliamentary candidate 
in the Rotherham by-election. Mrs Relf, who 
was raised on the shoulders of NF members 
to the cheers of the crowd, told the meeting 
how her husband was not only being treated 
by a Nigerian doctor but also a foreign 
“psychiatrist” who told him that he was 
entirely alone and had no support outside. 

Councillor Tonge, who had earlier 
warned townspeople of impending trouble 
from the NF marchers, withdrew his remarks 
and thanked the National Front for a peaceful 


Right: Sadie 


the crowd. 


Below: NF 
column 
stretches 
through 
Stafford. 


Photos: 
Dick Partridge, 
Les Newman 


and orderly demonstration. Accepting a 
membership application card from Martin 
Webster, the mayor told him: “I am a true 
Britisher too”’. This patriotic declaration not 
surprisingly landed him in deep water with 
race-mixing Tories on the local council. 

The National Front will be redoubling 
its efforts in the coming weeks to campaign 
for the release of Robert Relf, who, as this 
issue goes to press, was again committed to 
prison at his second court appearance. The 
NF has already put to print a further 300,000 
“Free Robert Relf” stickers, and leaflets on 
this theme are also in preparation. The case 
of Robert Relf will also be made a feature of 
the NF’s by-election campaign in Rotherham, 
the major theme of which will be “Stop 
Immigration-Start Repatriation!” 


Branches—this is what you can do! 


THE FACE on the posters 
that flap on the walls along 
Leicester’s Belgrave Road is 
Adolf Hitler’s. The slogan 
underneath reads: “Your 
National Front candidate.” 
Mr Graham Eustace, ‘Secre- 
tany of the Front’s Leicester 
branch, is not at all put out. 
He says: ‘‘ Racial feeling here 
is so high that if Hitler was a 
candidate people would vote 
for him.” 

In Leicester, one person in 
five is a coloured immigrant. In 
the local government elections 
earlier this month one-fifth of 
the votes went to the National 
Front. Of course, the figures are 
coincidental, but the connection 
between them is not. 

Leicester is a city under strain, 
some say near breaking point. Here, 
for the first time in_ its unsavoury 
history, the National Front, a funda- 
mentally f t, openly racist 
organisation, has become a respect- 
able political force. 

Neither the Labour Party in 
the city nor the ruling Conservatives 
have any idea what to do about it. 
They hope the problem will go away; 
they say it’s better not to talk about 
it. Who can wonder if out of the 
deafening silence the Front’s voice 
rises so clearly ? The fact is that on 
May 6 around 15,000 people voted 
for the Front, voted for a _pro- 
gramme that boils down to four 
words: Stop immigration, start 
repatriation. . ‘ 

Put as pany as possible, that 
means a lot of people in Leicester 
feel their community’s capacity for 
absorbing coloured immigrants has 


been reached if not passed. And the 
signs sre that. as long as everyone 
goes on ignoring that unpalatable 


view, support for the National Front 
will grow. : 

To Mr Barrie Brazier, the city’s 
senior community relations officer, 
anti-immigrant feeling is largely a 
matter of “ visual impact.” He says: 
“If you drive down Belgrave Road 
or walk round the city centre on 
Saturday you would think 50 r 
cent of the city was coloured. But 
of course it isn’t. People think what 
they Bn is A age =e hardly 
surprising, particularly when no one 
knows what the facts are. Leicester's 
total population is 280,000. Estimates 
of immigrant numbers vary from 
40,00€ to 70,000. 

To Mr Krishna Shah, a shop- 
keeper who came to Leicester from 
Kenya 17 years ago and is the only 
coloured member of the city council, 
his community’s impact is a matter 
of pride. “We have over 150 shops 
in Leicester run by the Asian com- 
munity,” he says. “ We have 25 or 
30 knitwear factories, half a dozen 
small ng og! firms, two Hindu 
temples, five cinemas... that’s why 
our people like to come here. We 
have created our own atmosphere.” 


Emotional 


Mr Brazier says firmly: “This is 

@ multi-coloured, multi-racial, multi- 
cultural community and it will 
Mme even more so in the future. 
Nothing is to stop the pro- 


rtiion of coloured people in 

icester growing ... I look forward 
to a true multi-racialism. I can’t 
understand le’s fears of the city 
becor coloured. It’s an emotional, 
irratio response based on ignor- 
ance and misinformation. 

“The high unemployment is a 
factor of course. It makes people 
feel insecure. But there are jobs 
available if people are willing to 
turn their-hands to them. There's 
a housing shortage, it’s true: 14,000 
on the cou waiting list. But 
there are plenty of houses in the 
private sector. You have only to 
look in estate agents’ windows to 
see that. There’s also said to be a 
Shortage of places in some city 
schools, but there are plenty in the 
county and the children could be 
bussed to them. 


.. You can’t just blandly say t 
city can’t RB or ieee 


however, Mr Brazier does accept’ 


ep 
that there is a “proportion above 
which the strains bern to show.” 


The trouble with Mr Brazier’s 

Hoffer nothing c'peope. who ad 
e 

—— fies look reort t 
muilti-racialism,” who find that the 
Sights, sounds and smells of the 
streets in quite large areas of their 
city make them feel like interlopers, 
aS insecure as tourists in a foreign 


land without any of th compensa- 
tions. sities a 


To them the National Front’s 
appeal is direct and, in Leicester at 


_ Mr Reed-Herbert argues that 
giving @ man a piece of cardboard 
saying he’s a British citizen no more 
makes him British than wrapping a 
towel round his own head would 
make him an Indian. He says that 
immigrants in large numbers 
‘represent a threat to the identity, 
integrity, the very existence of the 
British race and nation ... We went 
to war in 1939 to stop us being 


. L ’s_line is 
less seductive, more simple : “ People 
are basically racialist,” he says. “ It’s 
a Natural instinct. That’s why they 
vote for us.” 

The Labour Party lost control 
of the council on May 6 after being 
in power five years. Its leader, the 
Reverend Ken Middleton, vicar of 
St. Matthew's confesses to bei 
surprised b 


thing about it. He it’s @ 
“passing phase, a moment of 
aberration.” 

“Some members of the Labour 


Party think the National Front 
should be answered loud and clear. 
But I don’t think that cuts much ice 
with the voters: They’re not really 
interested in politics. It was a 
protest vote,.a shot across the 

of the major parties. No, of course 
you can’t ignore. a. protest vote. 
But it’s much more difficult to decide 
what to do about it.” 


I got a similar impression of 
reluctance to face to the issue 
‘from Mr Michael Cu , the stock- 


broker who leads the Tories on 
Leicester City Council. However, 
he did concede that the “ pressure 
is becoming too great” and was 
causing “very widespread concern.” 
He advises le to talk to their 
MP about thets worries and hints 


Mercury, the city’s only — and 

Givinuat affluent—n is 

Indeed, its conduct in the front line 

of a tense and delicate racial 

situation is a controversial and hotly 
ted topic 


Mr Brazier says his community 
relations council. is “deeply con- 
cerned” about the Mercury. He 
Says he personally never talks to its 
reporters on the teleph 
recording the conversation. . 


biassed.” He accuses it 
tion and rumour-mongering. 


Angry 
REE: 


Such _ accusations make the 
paper’s editor, Mr Neville Stack, 
very angry indeed. “Our job is to 
publish not censor the news,” he 
Says. “We bring out the facts. By 
doing that we do more for race rela- 
tions than anyone else in this com- 
munity. We stand for integration 
and not _ discrimination. - We've 
denounced the National Front. We 
Say the Asian community is here to 
stay and we must accept them. 
We are, however, against further 
immigration because another influx 
would mean the jam would have 
to be spread thinner. Believe me, 
we could start a race riot tomorrow 
if we wanted to. We've got power 
and we know it. But we don't 
believe in suppressing facts. We do 
an honest job.” 

To illustrate their case, the 


Mercury’s critics — in particulep 
to two stories published in the weeks 
running Le to the local elections, 
On April 12 the paper's front page 
lead was headlined: “ Immigrants 
in Mafia rackets, unions told.” The 
Story quoted an unnamed union 
official as saying that money was 
being  extor from __ coloured: 
workers in the city by othep 
coloured men. An torial inside 
the same issue of the said: 
“The charges cannot sub- 
Stantiated by hard evidence.” = 

If nothing else, this troubled city 
makes one thing clear. It is that 
any debate on race relations and 
immigration in Britain today that 
fails to take Leicester's experience 
into account makes no sense at ali. 


Report in the London Evening Standard (May 27th, 1976) on the election success of the NF’s Leicester Branch. 
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The mockery 
of power 
politics 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to the 
Eureka Students League, University of 
Melbourne, Australia. 


TO the present generation the First and 
Second World Wars, with their enormous 
suffering and distress, must seem to have 
been hardly worth the expenditure of 
human lives and resources. For despite the 
fact that the forces of freedom and right- 
eousness are said to have triumphed, the 
aftermath has not been a pleasant one even 
for the victors, The present state of the 
world is not one with which a great many 
could claim to be content, considering 
that the universal hope and promise had 
been that peace would bring a better life for 
all. 


Therefore, the underlying causes of 
the continual failure of governments to secure 
the fundamentals of a worth-while existence 
for their people must be established. 

For decades the public has been taught 
that the contemporary world is divided into 
two ideological power blocs, the Capitalist 
West. and the Communist East, with their 
respective military capabilities so evenly 
balanced that neither desires to confront the 
other in a direct clash. yet always seeking 
to influence non-aligned nations of the so- 
called “Third World” into adopting their 
particular socio-economic system. 

The facts concealed in the history of 
the Twentieth Century make a mockery of 
this characterization of power politics. 

Soviet Russia had from its inception 
the full sponsorship of various financiers in 
the West who alone had the power necessary 
to make the Bolshevik Revolution a reality. 
In addition, indisputable evidence is available 
which:shows that since 1917, 90% of Soviet 


technology has been directly imported from 
the West. 

The degree and kind of aid extended 
to the Soviets was for years a well guarded 
secret, although today their sponsors in the 
West are so confident of their monopoly in 
the shaping of public opinion through the 
media that such aid is openly reported. In 
recent years, huge grain and other foodstuff 
deals have been transacted between Western 
nations advanced enough to produce food 
surpluses, and Communist nations whose 
productive inefficiency is legendary. Millions 
of tons of Australian, Canadian and United 
States grain have been exported to China 
and the Soviet Union at bargain prices by 
Michel Fribourg, head of the Continental 
Grain Company. As a direct consequence the 
cost of grain derived products multiplies in 
the producing countries. 

The U.S.S.R. is represented as a nation 
which has fought the active opposition of 
“Capitalist” interests in a quest for a more 
equitable social system, but a society built 
upon such basic contradictions as the Com- 
munist Empire could never advance without 
massive outside aid. 

It is impossible for anybody of normal 
sensibilities to study the appalling crimes 
carried out by Soviet Russia for example, 
not only against other nations but also 
against its own people, without feeling a sense 
of outrage and disgust for this madness which 
holds every civilized value in contempt and 
ridicule. 

Alexander Solzhenitsyn’s three volume 
study of the Soviet prison system is only the 
latest of the many documented reports*to 
indict Communism from its shady origins to 
the present moment. The growth of Com- 
munism has been carefully assisted by an 
overseas cabal of financiers upon which the 
political survival of many so-called statesmen 
came to depend. After the Second World 
War it served the purpose of these conspirators 
to create a phony “cold war” between East 
and West, in order that the previously 
sovereign nations of the West should be 
panicked into forming multi-national conglo- 
merations in the interests of “collective 
--curity” to meet a threat which they had 
aelped to create themselves — and which 


they saved from destruction at the hands of 
a revitalized and enraged Germany. Thus 
came into being N.A.T.O. and the European 
Common Market, preceded by the most 
important institution for paralyzing the will 
of the West and preventing its nations from 
acting independently — the United Nations 
Organization. 

This could not have occurred unless 
the Parliaments and Assemblies of the 
Western governments were filled with an 
amalgam of liars, cheats and timeservers, 
diverting the public gaze as their cosmopo- 
litan sponsors strengthened their hold. But 
let nobody suppose that mere fools are 
awarded enormous salaries in direct propor- 
tion to their success in damaging the country 
through misrule. Government posts are often 
occupied by highly intelligent people — yet 
intelligence alone has never been a guarantee 
of good government, nor is it incompatible 
with cowardly and ignoble traits of character. 
These minions are carefully selected for their 
ability to remain mute as the best interests 
of the nation are cynically trampled behind 
the play acting which passes for political 
leadership. 

It is understandable that our lawgivers 
have never advocated for themselves a policy 
of reward in proportion to success in 
furthering national interests, otherwise each 
would long ago have been reduced to poverty. 
Bad government can never be attributed to 
mere incompetence, since on average, at 
least some decisions might be expected to 
serve national rather than international 
interests. The fact that none do and we, 
together with the rest of the Western world, 
lumber towards an abyss shows that the 
decisions made in high places are not the 
result of stupidity but of calculated policy. 
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